R | %Y
59 =

Williams, Ronald L - :

From: o Breed, William

Sent: Thursday, February 15, 2001 4:14 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Cc: Teny, Tracy

Subject: RE: national energy strategy

Okay by me; let us know what effort is needed and appropriate. Bill

——0Original Message—

-From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Thursday, February 1S, 2001 4:13 PM
To: Breed, William

Ce: Terry, Tracy

Subject: RE: national energy strategy

BB - -

Thanks for volunteering HS for the macro section and Fred for micro. John fingered Tracy for both. Tracy is working
AS WE WRITE on the macro part - we got EIA’s input and she is reviewing and adding her two cents. { am going to
let TT make the call. If she has time for Hilary to review and add (by the end of the day), fine, otherwise, given the
short timeframe, Hilary can get in on the next round.

Margot
—Original Message—
From: Breed, Willtam
Sent: Thursday, February 15, 2001 4:09 PM

To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: RE: national energy strategy

Margot:

Hilary will pitch in on the macro part (and think big thoughts...); Fred will p:tch in on the micro stuff (in part from his
familiarity w/ EE programs). } assume that John has identified specific reviewers also.

Let us know when things come down the pike. Bill

——Original Message——
From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2001 5:33 PM
To: Cont, John; Carrer, Paul; Friedrichs, Mark; Marlay, Robert; Newton, Bill; Breed, Wiillam
Subjects national energy sbategy
All.

Please take a look. Mark F. and John C. will see their names.

Bill and John, | also want you to:
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Thanks,.
Margot

<< File: NEP organization.doc >> << File: Draft combo outline WH.doc >>

) 5369

DOEO010-0210



Williams, Ronald L

From: : Terry, Tracy

Sent: ' Thursday, February 15, 2001 4:48 PM
To: Smith, Hilary

Cc: Anderson, Margot: Breed, William
Subject: RE: national energy strategy

To all: Attached are the comments Ron and | put together, along with the memo Ron orepared last week. | fried to keep
my comments to a minimum, since | think Ron’s piece lays things out pretty well.

Hilary - Let me know if you agree with the overall thrust of our comments and Ron's memo, or if you have a different view
of potential impacts. Any specific comments would, of course, be welcomed as well.

7 N

DOE Comments on Section OILECO2.WPD
3.doc

Tracy

~—Onginal Message—
From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Thursday, February 15, 2001 4:13 PM
To: Breed, William
Ce: Temry, Tracy
Subject: RE: national energy strategy

BB -

Thanks for volunteering HS for the macro section and Fred for micro. John fingered Tracy for both. Tracy is working
AS WE WRITE on the macro part - we got EIA's input and she is reviewing and adding her two cents. | am going to
let TT make the call. If she has time for Hilary to review and add (by the end of the day), fine, otherwise, given the
short timeframe, Hilary can get in on the next round.

Margot
——Original Message—
From:  Breed, William
Sent:  Thursday, February 15, 2001 4:09 PM

To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: RE: national energy strategy

Margot:

Hitary will pitch in on the macro part (and think big thoughts...); Fred will pitch in on the micro stuft (in part from his
familiarity w/ EE programs). | assume that John has identified specific reviewers also.

Let us know when things come .down the pike. Bill

—Original Message——
From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2001 5:33 PM
To: Conti, John; Carrier, Paul; Friedrichs, Mark; Mariay, Robert; Newton, Bill; Breed, William
Subject: national energy strategy
All,
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Please take a look. Mark F. and John C. will see their names.

Bill and John, | also want you to:

Thanks,
Margot

<<File: NEP organization.doc >> << File: Draft combo outline WH.doc >>
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Williams, Ronald L

" From: E Keliiher, Joseph
Sent: Thursday, February 15, 2001 7:30 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: FW: DOI energy insert — section 5
0
en010215.energy materrial
inse... Suggestions from DOI

—~——Original Message—

From: Tom_Fulton@ios.doi.gov%internet [mailto: Tom_Fulton@ios.doi.gov]
Sent: Thursday, February 15, 2001 5:37 PM

To: Kelliher, Joseph

Subject: DOI energy insert ~ section 5

—— Forwarded by Tom Fulton/S10/0S/DOI on 02/15/2001 05:30 PM —

William .
Bettenberg To: Tom Fulton/SIO/OS/DOI@DOI
cc:  Benjamin Simon/PPA/OS/DOI@DOI,
02/15/2001 Theodore Heintz/PPA/OS/DOI@DOL, Indur -
05:07 PM Goklany/PPA/OS/DOI@DOI :

Subject: energy — section 5§

Here's the second attempt.

(See attached file: en010215.energy materrial insert section 5-v2.wpd)
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Williams, Ronald L

From: : Kelliher, Joseph

Sent: Thursday, February 15, 2001 7:31 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: EPA comments
&) N N N
tmp.htm nepeechap.wpd renewable chapter energy supplies.wpd

comments.wpd...

short term supplies.wpd
Suggestions from EPA:

—~Original Message—

From: Symons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov%internet
{mailto:Symons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov}

Sent: Thursday, February 15, 2001 5:41 PM

To: Kelliher, Joseph _

Cc: Hogan.Kathleen@epamail.epa.gov%intemet;
Andrew_D._Lundquist@OVP.EOP.Gov%internet;
charles_m._smith@OVP.EOP.Gov%internet;
Brown.Elilen@epamail.epa.gov%interet; -
Schmidt Lorie@epamail.epa.gov%internet

Subject: text for energy efficiency chapter

Joe, -

I can be reached at 564-9301. Thank you.

Jeremy Symons

EPA, Office of Air and Radiation
(202) 564-9301

Fax: (202) 501-0394

’ 5380

DOE010-0221



iy

A\ ny

Williams, Ronald L

From: Braitsch, Jay
Sent: - Tuesday, February 27, 2001 5.07 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: RE: new draft
——Q0riginal Message——
From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Monday, February 26, 2001 1:47 PM
Yo: -Cook, Trevor; Scalingi, Paula; PETTIS, LARRY; KENDELL, JAMES Zimmerman, MaryBeth; Sullivan, John; 'jkstier@bpa.gov’;

Kripowiz, Robert; Haspel, Abe; Magwood, William; ‘jkstier@bpa.gov'; Whatley, Michael; Braitsch, Jay; Contl, John; Carter,
Douglas; KYDES, ANDY; Pumphrey, David Hart, James

Cce: Breed, Wiliam; Mariay, Robert

Subject: FW: new draft

-Al,

Attached is the latest draft of the energy situation section of the NEP plus the regional section. Comments from the
CEA. OMB, EPA, Interior, USDA, etc. were incorporated. Your comments are welcome. Not quite sure what the
schedule is bul sooner is always better. As in Tuesday. | passed along your comments on chapters 4,59, and 10
(except EE's comments on chapter 9, which | just received this a.m.) They will go to DOT. .

Margot

~—-0Original Message—--

From: Kelliher, Joseph

Sent: Monday, February 26, 2001 1:26 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: new draft
Sorry, 1 just realized [ never sent it to you

<< File: sec1.4.doc >> << File: secreg3.doc >>
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‘) Williams, Ronald L

From: Brown.Ellen@epamail.epa.gov%internet [Brown.Ellen@epamail.epa.gov]
Sent: : Tuesday, February 27, 2001 5:54 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: next 6 months
tmp.htm epol2-266red.wpd | epol2-266new.wpd

Comments attached:

5394
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- Williams, Ronald L .

JU
\

bS

From:
Sent:
To:

Ce:
Subject:

Larry.

- Jim

Hart, James

Friday, February 16, 2001 1:22 PM

PETTIS, LARRY

Anderson, Margot; Kelliher, Joseph; Pumphrey, David; Cobum, Leonard
National Energy Policy - IEO Availability

: 5401
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Martin, Adrienne i
From: Terry, Tracy

Sent: Monday, February 19, 2001 6:43 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Cc: Conti, John

Subject: RE: more NEP stuff

Margot - Attached are.mv comments on section 1. What happened to 5 paqes?? I only made it through the intro and
electricity sectiorx

Also, on graphics. You might browse EIA’s Annual Energy Review and/or the AEO for graphs. They can usually send them
to you pretty quickly.

Tracy

secl 2 RTT.00C

----- Qriginal Message-—

From: . Anderson, Margot

Sent: Monday, February 19, 2001 5:29 PM

To: Friedrichs, Mark; Terry, Tracy; Conti, John; Breed, William
Subject: more NEP stuff

All,

Please take a lnnk at this vastiv rewritten cactian 1 af the NFP (cituation *analvsis”®).

o 3 ‘Not sure what the time
rame 1s on the other sections that several of you so dilligently worked on. I'm going t&Thé WH with Joe in the a.m. at
10:00 so | shoud! know when | get back. Sorry about the pace here. lts a moving target at best.

Mark - please go to the S1 meeting at 10:00. We'll can touch base first about stuff going on in PO.

<< File: sec1 2 jk.DOC >>
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S(ZStamos, John

From: Cook, Trevor
Sent: Wednesday, May 16, 2001 3:17 PM
To: 'Kotek, John', tisande(a)sandia.gov’; ‘Pickard, Paul’
Cc: Stamos, John
Subject: Outline for implementation plan
W ]
Alorms for

. mtym Hi guys.

here is the outline, please mark it up for me and email it back by noon
tomorrow my time, if possible.

thanks.

Trev.

B o | 5428

DOE010-0269



.

Stamos, John [l

From: Cook, Trevor-

Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 9:53 AM

To: Connell, Elizabeth; Stamos, John; Herczeg, John; Johnson, Shane; Magwood, William; Knipp,
Robert; Marcus, Gail )

Subject: National Energy Policy Task Force Papers

Importance: High

The following is a list of Policv Ovtions that are being forwarded to the Yice President's Energy Policy Task
Force. - o The format is included as an
attached file. These papers need to be completed and approved by Bill by COB Wednesday. I have listed the
responsible author next to each policy option. Please have your drafi in to me by noon Tuesday. Save iton
pcdocs and email me a copy. Please email or call me if you have any questions.

ATrcvor.

5431
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format for 2 pagers.doc
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Williams, Ronald L

7

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

SOy for the mix-up.

elec graphs.ppt

Tracy

Terry, Tracy

Wednesday, February 28, 2001 10:21 AM
Anderson, Margot

Conti, John

corrected NEP graphs on electricity

b))
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Williams, Ronald L

From: . Braitsch, Jay
Sent: Wednesday, February 28,2001 10:37 AM
To: . Anderson, Margot

Subject: FW: Non-Headlines

—Ornginal Message-—

From: Carter, Douglas

Sent: ) Wednesday, February 28, 2001 10:31 AM
To: Braitsch, Jay

Subject: RE: Non-Headlines

——Qriginal Message—-

From: Braitsch, Jay

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2001 3:03 PM
To: Carter, Douglas

Subject: Non-Headlines

5469
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“7~ Stamos, John -

From: Cook, Trevor -

Sent: Monday, March 26, 2001 10:54 AM

- To: Stamos, John
Subject: FW: These are the remaining placeholders for the nuclear policy initiatives
Importance: High

-——0Original Message-—-—-

From: Cook, Trevor

Sent: Friday, March 23, 2001 12:54 PM

To: . Anderson, Margot

Subject: These are the remaining placeholders for the nudear policy initiatives
Importance: High

Trevor.

5470
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g Stamos, John

e

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Bill,

Trev.

—~---0riginal Message—-

Cook, Trevor’

Monday, March 26, 2001 9:24 AM

Magwood, William

Stamos, John

FW: Chapter 8 (Increased production of U.S. Energy Resources).

From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Saturday, March 24, 2001 10:41 AM
To: Conti, John; Haspel, Abe; Zimmerman, MaryBeth; Lodwood, Andrea; Breed, William; KYDES, ANDY; Whatley, Michael; Carter,

Douglas; Braitsch, Jay; Melchert, Elena; Cook, Trevor; Breed, William; 'jkstier@bpa.gov’; York, Michael; Freitas, Christopher;
Friedrichs, Mark; Pumphrey, David; Kolevar, Kevin

Co Kelliher, Joseph

Subject: Chapter 8 (Inaeased production of U.S. Energy Resources).

Chapter 8 (Increased production of U.S. Energy Resources).

Task Force Charlie: This can go out to other Agencies for review. Includes comments from meeting on 2/21.

~

EIA - please take a fact-check look.

=)

ch 8 march 24 .doc chapter 8 graphics,
March 240

5477
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- 5ZStamos, John _ A

From: Cook, Trevor_

Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2001 12:12 PM

To: Magwood, William

Cc: Stamos, John

Subject: Heads up on the National Energy Policy Development for Nuclear
importance: High

Just got a call from Margot

‘due today or early tomorrow

~=---0Onginat Message-----

From: Anderson, Margot -
Sent: Wednesgay, March 21, 2001 11:57 AM
Yo: Cook, Trevor
Subject: as we discussed
sec8 doc

Helpful to use redline method if you can/

5496
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From: Cook, Trevor

Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2001 9:40 AM
‘To: Stamos, John; Wade, Kenneth _

Subject: FW: Electricity outiine for the WhiteHouse
" Hey guys,

... 1 am stil exiled from my office by the painters, I am sitting in Roz's office today

1 got this email from a friend in FE... it sounds a LOT like the work Bill was doing on Monday... | will follow up but wanted .
to give you guys a heads up.

John, you may wish to mention this to Bill as it sounds like FE has been given the lead here.

Trev.

——Onginal Message—--

From: Carter, Douglas

Sent: Tuesday, February 13, 2001 5:23 PM
To: Cook, Trevor-

Subject: FW: Electrioty outiine for the WhiteHouse
Hi Trevor -

Voice from the past (or email from the past) calling.

I'm working on the electricity paper described below and don't know who to coordinate with in NE. Are you interested, or
could you suggest someone else? Take a look at the email to Pat and let me know. I'm at 69684. Thanks.

Doug Carter .
----- Onginal Message-----
From: Carter, Douglas
Sent: Tuesday, February 13, 2001 5:16 PM
Yo: Hoffman, Patricia
Subject: Electrioty outline for the WhiteHouse
" Pat -

‘The attached file is in WordPerfect, and uses the outline feature, which translates poorly into Word. if you cannot work
with it. let me know.

Sorry for raining on your day. Call if you want to discuss this.

5504
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Electnoty outine wpd

Doug Carter (FE-26)
US DOE

Washington, DC 20585
202-586-9684

[This email uses 100% recycled electrons.]
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60‘ Stamos, John

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Buzz

w ]

CONSTRUCTABRITY
POLCY v2.dcx...

Savage, Buzz

Tuesday, March 27, 2001 7:59 AM
Johnsan, Shane

Stamos, John; Cook, Trevor; Bartell, Joseph
Policy papers

pa

NUKE
RASTRUCTURE SUPPORT v2

DOEC10-0348
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Cook, Trevor

| gw

From: Cook, Trevor

Sent: Monday, May 07, 2001 3:30 PM
Yo: Anderson, Margot -

Subject: found an error....

made a correction in citation No. 58, shown in red and strikethrough.

W]

NE - CraronsCN).doc

DOE010-0353
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From:
Sent:
To.
Subject:

é&)b Cook, Trevor

Cook, Trevor

Monday, May 07, 2001 3:26 PM
Anderson, Margot

an additional fact nol checked on friday

its in bright pink_.. thé only pink fext in the file. No. 73.

W]

Cootion Creca - NE -

€~ S ooz

DOEO010-0360
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Cook, Trevor

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

NE rpu: CniCaaions

Neeoed »s.

Cook, Trevor
Monday, May 07, 2001 3:14 PM
Anderson, Margot
here is one citation

DOE010-0367
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/ OD?Coék, Trevor e

s

From: Cook, Trevor
Sent: Friday, May 04, 2001 2:42 PM
“To: Anderson, Margot!
Subject: RE: { am at Germaniown today, 3-7046

" .Jay sent me the 5 page list, | am working the nuclgar part now.

TLC

—~--QOriginal Message---—
From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Friday, May 04, 2001 2:33 PM
TJo: Cook, Trevor
Subject: RE: 1 am at Germantown today, 3-7046

It may not help. Almost no time to even figure out what to do but stay tuned in case we need to call you.

—Original Message—-
From: Cook, Trevor
Sent: Friday, May 04, 2001 2:31 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: RE: | am at Germantown today, 3-7046

no, but | can participate electronically

Trev.

---—0niginal Message-----
From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Friday, May 04, 2001 2:29 PM
To: Cook, Trevor .
Subject: RE: I am at Germantowr today, 3-7046

can you fiy cown?

From: Cook, Trevor

Sent: Fnday. May 04, 2001 2:28 PM

To: Anoerson, Margot

Subject: 1 am at Germantown today, 3-7046

-----0Ongina: Message-----
From: Anderson, Margo!
Sent: Frigday, May 04, 2001 2:25 PM
Jo: Braitszh, Jay; Carter, Douglas; Cook, Trevor; Magwood, William; Zimmerman, MaryBetn, KYDES. ANDY,
Breed, Witham; Conti, John

Ce: Kripowicz, Robart; Haspel, Abe; PETTIS, LARRY; Kelliner, Joseph; McSlarrow, Kyle
Subject: Urgent ; Read me

All,

Let me know if you can attend this meeting.

5528
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f DD 7Cook, Trevor = -~ 7
From: Cook, Trevor
Sent: Friday, May 04, 2001 2:31 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: RE: | am at Germantown today, 3-7046

no, but | can participate electronically

Trev.
' -—-0Original Message--——
From:, Anderson, Margot
Sent: Friday, May 04, 2001 2:29 PM
To: Cook, Trevor

Subject: RE: I am at Germantown today, 3-7046

can you fly down?

—-Origina! Message---—

From: Cook, Trevor '

Sent: Friday, May 0¢, 2001 2:28 PM

Yo: Anderson, Margot

Subject: 1 am at Germantown today, 3-7046

-----0nginal Message-----
From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: fnday, May 04, 2001 2:25 PM
To: Braitsch, Jay; Carter, Douglas; Cook, Trevor; Magwood, William; Zmmerman, MaryBeth; KYDES, ANDY; Breed, Willam; Conti, John
Cc: Knipowizz, Robent; Haspel, Abe; PETTLS, LARRY; Kelliner, Joseph; MISiarrow, Kyle
Subject: Urgent , Read me .

All,

Let me know if you can attend this meeting.

5529
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! D\& Cook, Trevor

From: Cook, Trevor

Sent: Friday. May 04, 2001 3:57 PM

Yo: Anderson, Margot; Braitsch, Jay, Magwood, William
Subject: attached is chapter 5 nuke fact check

" all nuclear facts in italics, could not find a reference for the very first one, all others covered

Crtaton Check - NE -
CHWS.coc ..

5530
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Cook, Trevor

From: Cook, Trevor
Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2001 9:45 AM
To: Anderson, Margot; Carter, Douglas : .
Cc: Magwood, William )
. - Subject: RE: Going to Press: chapter 3

1 drafted the safety stuff, its in review, will have it out in about 10
mins. .

. &y

Trev.

————— Original Message-----

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2001 B8:49 AM
To: Cook, Trevor; Carter, Douglas
Cc: Magwood, William .
Subject: Going to Press: chapter 3

Doug and Trevor,

Chapter 3, the environment chapter has a few outstanding questions
remaining but orly 2 pertain to DOE. I am attaching a copy of the
chapter. Can you take a crack at the first gquestion?

Trevor, lLater down there is a gquestion on nuclear safety. Can you
provide a few sentences on this (I think Kelliher made the same
reguest)?

By 10:00 if possible. Thanks.

Margot

————— Oziginel Message---~-

From: Charles_M._ Smith@ovp.eop.goviinternet
{mailto:Charles_M. Smithfovp.eop.gov]

Sent: Morday, April 30, 2001 10:25 PM

To: Kellihar, Joseph; Arderson, Margot;
Moss.Jacchblepamail.epa.goviinternet;
William_betienbergfios.doi.goviinternet; Tom_fultonfios.doi.goviinternet
Cc: Kiersten cdragerécvp.eop.goviinternet;
Andrew_D._LcEdq:is:@ovp.eop.gov%internet:
Karer._Y. Knuisonfovg.eop.goviinternet
Subject: chapter 3 )

5537
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I.need this literally first thing in the am. ~Chapter 3 is to be laid
out )
starting about noon.

Charlie
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LJ
Williams, Ronald L .
From: Keliiher, Joseph
Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2001 12:12 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: new draft

secl.5.doc
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kD Cook, Trevor

From: Cook, Trevor

Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2001 10:04 AM
To: Kelliher, Joseph; Anderson, Margot
Cc: ' Magwood, Wiltiam .
Subject: nuclear safety words

“attached is a MS word file with the requested text.

o]

mcier salety.doc

5561
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b\q/cbok, Trevor _b )/

From: Cook, Trevor

Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2001 8:58 AM
To: Kelliher, Joseph

Subject: RE: nuclear safety

Just got this email, you will have it in an hour.

Trevor.

—-~Origina! Message--—-

From: Kelliher, Joseph

Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2001 8:10 AM
Jo: Magwood, Williarn; Cook, Trevor
Cce: Anderson, Margot

" Subiect: nudear safety

* Thanks.

5563
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Williams, Ronald L

From: Kelliher, Jaseph
Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2001 3:35 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
_ Subject: RE: read me
Importance: High

Can you still print copies?

——0Origina! Message-—

From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2001 3:01 PM
To: Kettiher, Joseph

Subject: read me

Joe, please take a quick look.

Just now received EIA’s stuff and | can enter while you brose this version.
Margot

<< File: sec1.6.doc >>

DOE010-0405
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Williams, Ronald L

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Margot,

" Andy

Andy S. Kydes, EI-80
U.S. DOE/EIA

KYDES, ANDY

Wednesday, February 28, 2001 6:45 PM
Anderson, Margot

Page 12 line 21 detail

1000 Independence Ave. SW

Washington, D.C. 20585

email: akydes@eia.doe.gov

Tel: (202) 586-2222
fax: (202) 586-3045

Please see our website hitp://www.eia.doe.gov for access to ElA's energy
information and publications. Please call NEIC at (202) 586-8800 or email

them

atinfoctr@eia.doe.gov if you have general questions regarding such

information
or how to locate it.

5565

DOED10-0406



N
)4.

9

Williams, Ronald L

From: Ray.Squitieri@do.treas.gov%internet [Ray.Squitieri@do.treas.gov}
Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2001 6:22 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: Section 3 - Economic Impact of Energy
W
NEP sec3 red 0228.doc

<<NEP sec¢3 red 0228.doc>> Margot,
This version incorporates comments from DOE —for which, thanks— and
others. Ray

DOE010-0407
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"Williams, Ronald L

From: Poche, Michelle {Michelle.Poche@ost.dotgov]
Sent: Thursday, April 05, 2001 9:50 AM

To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: DOE comments and new oil refinery section

]

Photographs

t was mistaken in that the deadline isn't noon, it's COB today.
See attached email re chapters and pictures.

Yes, | got the graphics email. Thanks very much.
—Michelle

-—0Original Message— -

From: Anderson, Margot fmaitto:Margot.Anderson@hg.doe.gov]
Sent: Thursday, April 05, 2001 9:01 AM

To: 'Poche, Michelle'

Subject: RE: DOE comments and new oil refinery section

Michelle,

Sounds like you have want you need. What noon deadline? The only deadline | know about is the Friday noon deadline
for proposal for what pictures to include. By the way, | send Charlie drafl of graphics for chapter 9 for you to considér. Did
you receive?

Margot

—O0riginal Message—

From: Poche, Michelle [mailto:Michelle.Poche@ost.dot.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2001 9:23 PM

To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: FW. DOE comments and new ail refinery section

Margo,

Ignore my message below. It made no sense.

I have your rewrite of oil refineries section. Just wanted you to see DOI's
comments re earlier version...

Apologies for confusion,

Michelle

~—0Original Message—

From: Pache, Michelle

Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2001 9:21 PM

To: ‘Anderson, Margot’

Subject: RE: DOE comments and new oil refinery section

Margot, :
On 3/28 you gave me a printed version of an email to you from Wm Breed with
an attached re-write of the oil refineries section of Chapter 9. Could you
please forward that attachment to me sc that | can just cut and paste it in?
(Would be ideal il | could do that in time to meet Charlie’s Thursday noon

1
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deadiine.)

Alsa, FYI, please see attached edits from DOI to old version of oil
refineries section of Chapter 9.

Thanks a milfion,

—Michelle

——~Original Message—

From: Anderson, Margot [mailto:Margot. Anderson@hq.doe.gov])
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 6:46 PM

To: 'michelle.poche@dot.gov'

Cc: Charles Smith (E-mail)

Subject: DOE comments and new oil refinery section

> —Original Message——

> From: Breed, William

> Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 12:51 PM

>To: Anderson, Margot

> Subject: NEP chap 9 - refinery section

>

> Margot:

>

> attached is our version of the refinery section of the infrastructure
> paper — just bolt this in place of the existing text (which is the first

> version of our text from {ast friday with one lead in para added, which we

> have now covered better)

DOEO010-0425
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> Bill
>
> William Breed
> Acting Director, Office of Energy Efficiency,
> Altemative Fuels, and Oil Analysis (PO-22)
- >202-586-4763 :

> <<Qil Refineries 29 Mar.doc>>

DOEO010-0426
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Williams, Ronald L T
~ From: Poche, Michelle [Michelle.Poche@ost.dot.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2001 9:23 PM

To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: FW: DOE comments and new oil refinery section

)

Oil Refineries.doc
Margo,
Ignore my message below. It made no sense.
| have your rewrite of oil refineries section. Just wanted you to see DOI's
comments re earlier version...
Apologies for confusion,
Michelle

—~—Original Message—

From: Poche, Michelle.

Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2001 9:21 PM

To: 'Anderson, Margot’

Subject: RE: DOE comments and new oil refinery section

Margot,

On 3/28 you gave me a printed version of an email to you from Wm Breed with
an attached re-write of the oil refineries section of Chapter 9. Could you
please forward that attachment to me so that | can just cut and paste it in?
(Would be ideal if | could do that in time to meet Charlie’s Thursday noon
deadline.)

Also, FYI, please see attached edits from DOI to old version of oil

refineries section of Chapter 9.

Thanks a million,

~Michelle

—-Original Message-—-

From: Anderson, Margot [mailto:Margol.Anderson@hq. doe gov)
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 6:46 PM

To: ‘michelle.poche@dot.gov'

Cc: Charles Smith (E-mail)

Subject: DOE comments and new oil refinery section

> ——Original Message—-
> From: Breed, William -
> Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 12:51 PM
>To: Anderson, Margot
> Subject: NEP chap 9 - refinery section
>
> Margot:
s .
> attached is our version of the refinery section of the infrastructure
> paper — just bolt this in place of the existing text (which is the first
> version of our text from last friday with one lead in para added, which we
> have now covered better)
1
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>

> Bill

>

> William Breed

> Acling Director, Office of Energy Efficiency,
> Alternative Fuels, and Oil Analysis (PO-22)
> 202-586-4763

> <<Oil Refineries 29 Mar.doc>>

DOE010-0428
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Williams, Ronald L =
From: Poche, Michelle [Michelle.Poche@ost.dot.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2001 9:21 PM

To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: DOE comments and new oil refinery section

%)

Oil Refineries.doc
Margot,

On 3/28 you gave me a printed version of an email 1o you from Wm Breed with
an attached re-write of the oll refineries section of Chapter 9. Could you
please forward that attachment to me so that | can just cut and paste it in?
{(Would be ideal if | could do that in time to meet Charlie’s Thursday noon
deadiine.)
Also, FY], please see attached edits from DOI to old version of oil
refineries section of Chapter 9.
Thanks a million,
—Michelle

~—Original Message—

From: Anderson, Margot [mailto:Margot.Anderson@hq.doe.gov]
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 6:46 PM

To: ‘micheile.poche@dot.gov’

Cc: Charles Smith (E-mail)

Subject DOE comments and new oil refinery section

> ——Original Message-—
> From: Breed, William

> Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 12:51 PM

>To: Anderson, Margot

> Subject: NEP chap 9 - refinery section

>

> Margot:

>

> attached is our version of the refinery section of the infrastructure

> paper -- just bolt this in place of the existing text (which is the first

> version of our text from last friday with one lead in para added, which we
> have now covered better) ’

5590
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> Bill

>

> William Breed

> Acting Director, Office of Energy Efficiency,
> Alternative Fuels, and Qil Analysis {PO-22)
> 202-586-4763

> <<Qil Refineries 29 Mar.doc>>
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Williams, Ronald L -
From: Poche, Michelle [Michelie.Poche@ost.dot.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2001 8:29 PM

To: ‘ Anderson, Margot

‘Subject: RE: coal

Marnot,

—-Original Message-—

From: Anderson, Margot {mailto:Margot. Anderson@hq.doe.gov]

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 6:48 PM

To: ‘michelle.poche@dot.gov' 4
Subject: more DOE edits + graphics

importance: High

Michelle,
1 will try to get the graphics printed out here and delivered to Charlie.
Margot

> ——Original Message——

> From: Freitas, Christopher

> Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 4:12 PM

>To: Anderson, Margot

>Cc:  Como, Anthony; DeHoratiis, Guido; Johnson, Nancy
> Subject: RE: NEP chapter 9 —Final edits

> Importance: - High

>

vVVyVvVvy

>

> <<Pemits Flow.jpg>> <<Pipeline Construction.jpg>> <<Permits

> Schedule.jpg>> <<Ch9.03.28.doc>>

> Margot, FYI see attached file and my (FE-30) conectionsfeditsinredfont - . ;%

> and slrike throuah for the electricity section] IR
! hope

> this is helpful.

> Sincerely,

>

5594
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> Christopher J. Freitas

> Program Manager, Natural Gas Infrastructure
> (202) 586-1657 :

>

> ——0riginal Message—

> From: Anderson, Margot

> Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 8:53 AM

>To: Conti, John; Haspel, Abe; Zimmerman, MaryBeth; Lockwood, Andrea;
> Breed, William; KYDES, ANDY; Whatiey, Michael; Carter, Douglas; Braitsch,
> Jay, Melchert, Elena; Cook, Trevor; Breed, William; ‘jkstier@bpa.gov’;

> York, Michael; Freitas, Christopher; Friedrichs, Mark; Pumphrey, David;
> Kolevar, Kevin; Pumphrey, David; Scalingi, Paula .

> Cc: Kelliher, Joseph

> Subject: chapter 9

>

> Al

>

> Chapter 9 is back from DOT. | just got it and haven't seen how many of
> the edits you provided made it in (Recall that FE, SO, PO, BPA provided
> significant input along the way). Please review. Unfortunately, there is
> an interagency peer review of this paper scheduled for 5:00 this

> afternoon. | would much like your comments by then, if possible.

>

> Crystal - still no luck getting through to Jeff but we much need a BPA

> review, Can you help?

>

> Thanks,

>

> Margot

> << File: Ch9.03.28.doc >> << File: Silicon Valley.doc >> <<File:

> transmissionprobmap.doc >>

DOED10-0436
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Williams, Ronald L

From: KYDES, ANDY

Sent: . Wednesday, April 04, 2001 7.34 PM

To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: chapter 3 3/27 version
IMG003~1.6IF IMG004~1.GIF

Margot,

——0riginal Message-—

From: Margot Anderson_at_HQ- EXCH at X400PO
Sent: Wednesday, April 04,2001 3:47 PM

To: Kydes, Andy

Subject: RE: chapter 3 3/27 version

Andy,

Margot

——0riginal Message-—

From: KYDES, ANDY

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2001 8:32 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: FW: chapter 3 3/27 version

Margot

This doesn't make it any easier for you but ! got these back 3 minutes ago.

rather than delaying | thought | would forward two separate pieces. The

comments below are from Dwight French and the annotated version, attached,

is
from Mark Rodekohr. | apologize.

Andy

—--0Original Message—

From: French, Dwight

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2001 4:03 PM
To: Rodekohr, Mark; Kydes, Andy

Cc: Kilgore, Cal; Rodekohr, Mark

Subject: RE: chapter 3 3/27 version

DOE011-0001
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—Original Message——

From: Rodekohr, Mark

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2001 1:01 PM
To: Kydes, Andy

Cc: French, Dwight; Kilgore, Cal

Subject: FW: chapter 3 3/27 version

My comments are outlined in red. Dwight French should provide you comments
on .
lines 22-27 and 37-40 on page 1.

——0Original Message——

From: Kilgore, Cal

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2001 9:23 AM
To: Rodekohr, Mark

Subject: FW: chapter 3 3/27 version

Please look this over and get back to Andy.

Cal Kilgore

—-0Qriginal Message——

From: Kydes, Andy

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2001 9:18 AM

To: Kilgore, Cal

Cc: French, Dwight; Cato, Derriel; Hutzler, Mary; Pettis, Larry
Subject: FW: chapter 3 3/27 version

Cal,

| think alot of this material is in your area. Could you ask your fols to
review and comment on this by COB today. The delivery date for the whole is
pretty tight.

Thanks.

—-Original Message—

From: Margot Anderson_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2001 6:42 PM

To: Kydes, Andy; John Conti_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO; Andrea

Lockwood_ at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO; William Breed_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO;
Michael Whatley_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO; Douglas Carter_at_HQ-EXCH at
X400PO; Jay Braitsch_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO; Elena Melchert_at_HQ-EXCH at
X400PO; TREVOR COOK_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO; ‘jkstier@bpa.gov’_at_intemet
atl X400PO; Christopher Freitas_at_HQ-EXCH at X400P0; Mark

FRIEDRICHS_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO; David Pumphrey_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO;

Kevin Kolevar_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO; Abe Haspel_at_HQ-NOTES at X400PO;
MaryBeth Zimmerman_at_HQ-NOTES at X400PO; Michael York_at_HQ-NOTES at
X400PO . :

Cc: Charles_M._Smith@ovp.eop.gov_at_intemet at X400PO; Joseph
Kelliher_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO

Subject: chapter 3 3/27 version

DOED011-0003
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Charlie,

Please send this around with this note (and let me know if you get this
e-mail).

DOE -

Suggestions for graphics to illustrate topics would be most helpful.

Margot

5599
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Williams, Ronald L

(51

From: MaryBeth Zimmerman

Sent: . Wednesday, April 04, 2001 4:17 PM
To: Anderson, Margot; York, Michael
Subject: Re: a farmer’s retort

Am passing it on to our Kansas continent. Thanks for the response.

.

W

Margot Anderson@HQMAIL on 04/04/2001 03:39:55 PM

To: MaryBeth Zimmerman/EE/DOE@DOE@HQMAIL
cc:

Subject: a farmer's retort

5602
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Williams, Ronald L -

From: KYDES, ANDY

Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2001 7:07 PM
Jo: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: chapter 3 3/27 version

Margot,

Andy

——-Origina! Message—

From: Margot Anderson_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO
Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2001 3:47 PM

To: Kydes, Andy

Subject: RE: chapter 3 3/27 version

Andy,

Margot

—-0Original Message—-

From: KYDES, ANDY

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2001 8:32 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: FW: chapter 3 3/27 version

Margot

This doesn't make it any easier for you but | got these back 3 minutes ago. -
rather than delaying | thought | would forward two separate pieces. The

comments below are from Dwight French and the annotated version, attached,

is
from Mark Rodekohr. | apologize.

Andy

———Original Message—

From: French, Dwight

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2001 4:03 PM
To: Rodekohr, Mark; Kydes, Andy

Cc: Kilgore, Cal: Rodekahr, Mark

Subject: RE: chapter 3 3/27 version

My comments are 3as follows:

DOEO011-0008
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—Original Message—

From: Rodekohr, Mark

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2001 1:01 PM
To: Kydes, Andy

Cc: French, Dwight; Kilgore, Cal

Subject: FW: chapter 3 3/27 version

—0Original Message—

From: Kilgore, Cal

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2001 9:23 AM
To: Rodekohr, Mark .

Subject: FW: chapter 3 3/27 version

Please look this over and get back to Andy.

Cal Kilgore

~——-Original Message-—

From: Kydes, Andy

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2001 9:18 AM

To: Kilgore, Cal

Cc: French, Dwight; Cato, Derriel; Hutzler, Mary; Pettis, Larmry
Subject: FW: chapter 3 3/27 version

Cal,

{ think alot of this material is in your area. Could you ask your fois to
review and comment on this by COB today. The delivery date for the whole is
pretty tight.

Thanks.

—-—Origina! Message-—

From: Margot Anderson_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2001 6:42 PM

To: Kydes, Andy; John Conti_at HQ-EXCH at X400PO; Andrea

Lockwood_at HQ-EXCH at X400PO; William Breed_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO;
Michael Whatley_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO; Douglas Carter_at HQ-EXCH at
X400PQ; Jay Braitsch_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO; Elena Melchert_at_ HQ-EXCH at
X400P0O; TREVOR COOK_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO; ‘jkstier@bpa.gov'_at_internet
at X400PO; Christopher Freitas_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO; Mark

FRIEDRICHS_at HQ-EXCH at X400PO; David Pumphrey_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO;
Kevin Kolevar_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO; Abe Haspel_at_HQ-NOTES at X400PO;
MaryBeth Zimmerman_at_HQ-NOTES at X400PO; Michael York_at_HQ-NOTES at
xX400P0

Cc: Charles_M._Smith@ovp.eop.gov_at_internet at X400PO; Joseph
Kelliher_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO

Subject: chapter 3 3/27 version

Charlie,

5605
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Piease send this around with this note (and let me know if you get this
e-mail). .

DOE -

Suggestions for graphics to iliustrate topics would be most helpful.

Margot
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Williams, Ronald L

From: Cook, Trevor

Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2001 4:06 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: need help with one of the goals...
many thanks.

Trev.

5607
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Williams, Ronald L

From: Hart, James

Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2001 2:18 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Cc: Pumphrey, David; Lockwood, Andrea
Subject: RE: Suggested Edits - NEP Chapter 10
Maraot.

)

03_29_01_NEPG
Study_R41-IA EDL.

~—O0riginal Message-—

From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2001 1:43 PM
To: Hart, James
Cc: Pumphrey, David
Subject: RE: Suggested Edits - NEP Chapter 10
Jim,
Margot
—--Original Message—
From: Hart, James
Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2001 1:31 PM

To: Anderson, Margot
Cc: Pumphrey, David
Subject: Suggested Edits - NEP Chapter 10

Margot,

Dave asked that 1 send you the attached suggested edits for NEP Chapter 10.

<< File: - >>

5608
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Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585

JUL 16 2001

Jim Wells

Director

Natural Resources and Environment
United States General Accounting Ofﬁce
441 G St., N.W.

Room 2T23

Washington, DC 20548 -

Dear Mr. Wells,

This is in response to your request of May 17, 2001, for information with regard
to the General Accounting Office’s review of the development of the National
Energy Policy. Enclosed are answers to the seven specific questions presented by
GAQO staff members at the entrance meeting with Department of Energy officials

AR A RATROSNAAN S s et

on June 8, 2001.
; Sincerely,
gt Qo
?5 Margot H. Anderson
,;: Deputy Director
3 Office of Policy
Enclosure

B IR R e S
RN NI

@ Panted with soy ink on recycled paper 5
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Williams, Ronald L

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Margot,

Dave asked that | send you the attached suégested edits for NEP Chapter 10.

i

03_29_01_NEP6
Study_R41-TA EDI...

Hart, James

Wednesday, April 04, 2001 1:31 PM
Anderson, Margot

Pumphrey, David

Suggested Edits - NEP Chapter 10

DOEO011-0029
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Williams, Ronald L

From: KMurphy@doc.gov%intemet {KMurphy@doc.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2001 11:41 AM
To: Anderson, Margot; Carrier, Paul; william bettenberg@wos doi.gov%hintemet;

tom_fulton@ios.doi.gov%internet; keith.collins@usda.gov%internet;
symons jeremy@epa.govhintemet; charles.m.hess@hq02.usace.army.mil%intemet
Subject: Reminder

Reminder of meetings today at Commerce in Secretary's Conference Room:

Call 4824127 and ask for Sandra if you have any trouble getting in.

5639
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Williams, Ronald L

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kelliher, Joseph

Wednesday, April 04, 2001 9:47 AM
Anderson, Margot

RE: How did it go yesterday?

——0riginal Message—

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Anderson, Margot

Wednesday, April 04, 2001 9:22 AM
Kelliher, Joseph

How did it go yesterday?

DOEO011-0045
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Williams, Ronaid L

From: Kripowicz, Robert

Sent: Tuesday. April 03, 2001 5:33 PM

To: Kolevar, Kevin

Ce: Anderson. Maraot: Kelliher. Joseph: Braitsch, Jay

Subject: Fw

Impartance: High

Kevin — Based on previous e-mails | offer the following:

5641
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Williams, Ronald L

b3

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kelliher, Joseph

Monday, April 02, 2001 12:19 PM

Anderson, Margot
RE: energy efficiency one-pager

——Qriginal Message——

From:
Sentz
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Joe,

Anderson, Margot

Monday, April 02, 2001 10:51 AM

Kelliher, Joseph; ‘Symons. Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov
Kolevar, Kevin

RE: energy effidency one-pager

How do you want to proceed on this? Have you drafted a revised?

Margot

—-0riginal Message—
From: Kelliher, Joseph
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 6:48 PM

To:
Cc:

Anderson, Margot, 'Symons Jeremy@epamall.epa.gov'
Kolevar, Kevin

Subject: RE: energy efficiency one-paaer

--—-Originat Message-—
From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 S:40 PM
To: ‘Symons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov'
Cc: Kelliher, Joseph; Kolevar, Kevin
Subject: energy efficiency one-pager

<< File: energy efficiency one-pager.wpd >>

Reviewed/edited by EE, PO. Joe and/or Kevin, Problems?

Jeremy, can you let me know if you get this? | am having problems with your e-mail.

Margot

DOEO011-0054
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Williams, Ronald L

From: Kelliher, Joseph

Seant: Monday, Apri! 02, 2001 11:06 AM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: energy efficiency one-pager

~——-Qriginal Message—~—

From: -Anderson, Margot

Sent Monday, Aprit 02, 2001 10:51 AM

To: Kelliher, Joseph; "Symons_Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov’
Ce: Kolevar, Kevin

Subject: RE: energy effidency one-pager
Joe,
How do you want to proceed on this? Have you drafted a revised?

Margot

--—Qriginal Message-—
From: Kelliher, Joseph
Sent:  Friday, March 30, 2001 6:48 PM
To: Anderson, Margot; 'Syrmons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov’
Cc: Kolevar, Kevin . :
Subject: RE: energy effidency one-pager

——Original Message—-
From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 5:40 PM
To: 'Symons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov’

€c: Kelliher, Joseph; Kolevar, Kevin
Subject: energy efficiency one-pager

<< File: energy efficiency one-pager.wpd >>
Reviewed/edited by EE, PO. Joe and/or Kevin, Problems?

Jeremy. can you let me know if you get this? | am having problems with your e-mail.

Margot

5650
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Williams, Ronald L

From: KYDES, ANDY

Sent: Saturday, March 31, 2001 1:18 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Cc: PETERSIK, THOMAS; PETTIS, LARRY; O'Donovan, Kevin; HUTZLER, MARY
Subject: Comments on Chapter 7 of the NEPP
RENEWA~1.D0OC
Margot,

Here are our comments for Chapter 7 of the NEPP. Hope this helps.

Andy

Andy S. Kydes, EI-80

U.S. DOBJEIA

1000 Independence Ave. SW
Washington, D.C. 20585
email: akydes@eia.doe.gov
Tel: (202) 586-2222

fax: (202) 586-3045

Please see our website http://www.eia.doe.gov for access to EIA's energy
information and publications. Please call NEIC at (202) 586-8800 or email
them

atinfoctr@eia.doe.gov if you have general questions regarding such
information

or how to locate it.
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Williams, Ronald L

From: Kelliher, Joseph

Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 6:48 PM

To: Anderson, Margot; 'Symons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov’
Cc: Kolevar. Kevin

Subject: RE: energy efficiency one-pager

——Original Message-—-

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 5:40 PM
Yo: ‘Symons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov’
Cc: Kelliher, Joseph; Kolevar, Kevin

Subject: energy efficiency one-pager

<< File: energy efficiency one-pager.wpd >>

Reviewed/edited by EE, PO. Joe and/or Kevin, Problems?

Jeremy, can you let me know if you get this? | am having problems with your e-mail.

Margot

5659
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Williams, Ronald L

From: William_Bettenberg@ios.doi.gov%internet [William_Bettenberg@ios.doi.gov]

Sent: . Friday, March 30, 2001 6:25 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: Re: OCS one pager [Virus checked)

N

en010329.0cs moratorium

issue....
Margot ~ Attached is what was sent to Charley. | appreciate the comments
from your crew. Note that this is extensively changed from this moming's
edition, and is a two-page one-pager.

(See attached file: en010329.ocs moratorium issue.wpd)

DOEO011-0065
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Williams, Ronald L

o) plo)

From: Symons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov%internet [Symons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov]

Sent: . Friday, March 30, 2001 5:34 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: Re: FW: another version of energy efficiency

Jeremy Symons

EPA, Office of Air and Radiation
(202) 564-9301

Fax: (202) 501-0394

“Anderson, Margot” <Margot.Anderson@hq.doe.gov>
03/30/2001 05:04 PM

To: Jeremy Symons/DC/USEPA/US@EPA

cc:
Subject: FW: another version of energy efficiency
> —Original Message—
> From: Anderson, Margot
> Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 4:39 PM
>To: ‘jeremy_symons@epamail.epa.gov’
> Cc: Zimmerman, MaryBeth; Friedrichs, Mark
> Subject: another version of energy efficiency
> .
> All.
> Margot

>
> <<energy efficiency one-pager.wpd>>

DOE011-0069
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Margot,

Jeremy Symons

EPA, Office of Air and Radiation
(202) 564-9301

Fax: (202) 501-0394

"Anderson, Margot™ <Margot.Anderson@hq.doe.gov>

He)

f’/‘{) Page 1 of |

To: Jeremy Symons/DC/USEPA/US@EPA

cc:

03/30/2001 05:08 PM Subject: FW: another version of energy eficiency
> ----- riginal Message-----
> From Anderson, Margot
> Sent Friday, March 30, 2001 4:395 PM
> To: 'jeremy symons@epamail.epa.gov'’
> Cc Zimmerman, MaryBeth: Friedrichs, Mark
> Subject: another version of energy efficiency
>
> All,

L]
> Margot
>
> <cenergy efficiency one-pager.wpd>>

file://CAWINDOWS\TEMP\Ump.him

8/6/5 66 5
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Williams, Ronald L ,
From: Kripowicz, Robert
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 4:59 PM
To: Kelliher, Joseph
Cc: Anderson. Maroot: Braitsch. Jay: Shages, John; Furiga, Richard
Subject:
Importance: High
Joe:
Thanks.

5668
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Williams, Ronald L é ()
From: William_Bettenberg@ios.doi.gov%internet [Wiliiam_Bettenberg@ios.doi.gov]
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 4:26 PM
To: Pyrdol. John
Cc: Anderson, Margot; Baer, Mitchell
Subject: Re: FW: OCS one pager {[Virus checked]
John and Mitch -

Bill

"Pyrdol, John*
<JOHN.PYRDOL@H To:  William Bettenberg/PPA/OS/DOI@DOI

Q.DOE.GOV> cc.  "Baer, Mitchell”
<Mitchell.Baer@hq.doe.gov>, "Anderson, Margot”

03/30/2001 <Margot Anderson@hq.doe.gov>, "Braitsch, Jay"

02:05 PM <Jay.Braitsch@HQ.DOE.GOV>, "DeHoratiis, Guido®

<Guido.DeHoratis@HQ.DOE.GOV>, “Allison,
Edith" <Edith Allison@HQ.DOE.GOV>
Subject: FW: OCS one pager [Virus
checked)

Bill:

Adding to Mitch Baer's comments.

DOEO011-0075
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If you'have any questions or comments please call me at: 301 977-9693

John Pyrdol

——Onginal Message—

From: Baer, Mitchell

Seant: Friday, March 30, 2001 9:03 AM

To: ‘William_Bettenberg@ios.doi.gov%internet’; Anderson, Margot
Cc: Pryor, John

Subject: RE: OCS one pager [Virus checked)

Bill
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Hope this is helpful.

Mitchell T. Baer

Office of Policy (PO-22)
Department of Energy

1000 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, D.C 20585

Phone: 202.586.5167

Fax: 202.586.4341

E-mail: Mitchell.Baer@hq.doe.gov

—-0Original Message—

From: William_Bettenberg@ios.doi.gov%internet
[mailto:William_Bettenberg@ios.doi.gov)

Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 8:47 AM

To: Anderson, Margot

Cc: Pryor, John; Baer, Mitchell

Subject: Re: OCS one pager [Virus checked]

John and Mitch -- Attached is a first cut at the one-pager. It has been
not been seen by nayone over here yet, and is not cleared. Please retum
any comments asap, since | have a noon deadline and many discussions over
here before it is submitted. And, hello Mitch.
Bill

(See attached file: en010329.0cs moratorium issue.wpd)

"Anderson, Margot™

<Margot. Anderson@h To: William
Bettenberg/PPA/OS/DOI@ODOI
q.doe.gov> - cc: "Pryor, John”
<JOHN.PRYOR@HQ.DOE.GOV>,
"Baer, Mitchell”
<Mitchell Baer@hq.doe.gov>
03/30/2001 08:35 Subject: QCS one pager

AM

DOEO011-0077
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Bill,

Both John Prydol and Mitch Baer are available to work with you on the OCS
moratoria one-pager that outlines the issues for the principals to consider
on Tuesday.

Margot

DOE011-0078
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Williams, Ronaid L

From: Vemet, Jean
Sent: . Friday, March 30, 2001 3:22 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: RE: Next week's "More NEP assignments”
Margot,
Jean
——Original Message—-
From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 1:46 PM
To: Breed, Willlam; Conti, John; Kripowiz, Robert; Braltsch Jay; Haspel, Abe; Zimmerman, MaryBeth; ‘@bali@bpa.gov’; Friedrichs,
Mark; Carrler, Paul; Moses, David; Vemnet, Jean; Baer, M:tr.hell
Ce Kolevar, Kevin; Kelliher, Joseph
Subject: More NEP assignments
All,

Principals meeting groups (Friday, noon deadline):

If this'is unclear, give me a call.

Margot
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Williams, Ronald L

From: Kelliher, Joseph o)
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 3:02 PM ’
To: Anderson, Margot; Kolevar, Kevin

Subject: RE: one pager on

Looks good to me, but i defer to Kevin on this issue

~—Original Message—
From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 1:51 PM
To: Kolevar, Kevin; Kefiiher, Joseph

Subject: one pager on 3-pollutant

<< File: legislative 3P rev.wnd >>

Margot
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Williams, Ronald L

L3

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Margot and Joe,

Scalingi, Paula

Friday, March 30, 2001 2:38 PM
Anderson, Margot; Kelliher, Joseph
RE: national energy policy

Sorry | did not get back to you sooner. | have been on travel this week.

Cheers,
Paula

—~—Original Message-—-

From: Andersan, Margot

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2001 7:08 PM

To: Kripowicz, Robert; Haspel, Abe; Magwood, William; Scalingi, Paula; PETTIS, LARRY
Cc: Breed, William; Conti, John; Carmier, Paul; Friedrichs, Mark; Kelliher, Joseph
Subject: FW: national energy policy

Importance: High

Alf,

Margot

——Original Message—
From: Kelliher, Joseph
Sent:  Tuesday, March 27, 2001 6:16 PM

DOEO011-0081
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To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: national energy policy
Importance: High

Here it is. Please circulate to program offices.

<< File: doepolicyrecs 1.doc >> << File: energyaddi.doc >>
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Jeremy Symons

EPA, Office of Air and Radiation
(202) 564-9301

Fax: (202) 501-03394

file://CA\WINDOWS\TEMP\tmp1.htm

bé Page | ot' ]
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Witliams, Ronald L

From: . Symons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov%intenet [Symons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov]
Sent: . Friday, March 30, 2001 2:01 PM

To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: URGENT: 1-pagers for NEPD

N

legislative_3P_rev.wpd
Thanks, Margot. But there was no attachment.

Jeremy Symons

EPA, Office of Air and Radiation
(202) 564-9301

Fax: (202) 501-0394

“Anderson, Margot® <Margot.Anderson@hq.doe.gov>
03/30/2001 01:53 PM

To: Jeremy Symons/DC/USEPA/US@EPA

cc:.  "Terry, Tracy” <Tracy.Termry@hgq.doe.gov>, "Vemet, Jean™
<Jean.Vernet@hq.doe.gov>

Subject: RE: URGENT: 1-pagers for NEPD
Jeremy,

Margot

&)

Tmp.htm

—---Original Message——

From: Symons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.govdinternet [mailto:Symons Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 4:05 PM

TJo: Anderson, Margot

Cc Vemet, Jean; Terry, Tracy

Subject: RE: URGENT: 1-pagers for NEPD

Will do.

Jeremy Symons

EPA, Office of Air and Radiation
(202) 564-9301
Fax: {202) 501-0394

DOE011-0085
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"Anderson, Mafgot" <Margot.Anderson@hq.doe.gov>
03/29/2001 03:53 PM

To: Jeremy Symons/DC/USEPAJ/US@EPA

cc.  "Temry, Tracy” <Tracy. Terry@hq.doe.gov>, "Vemet, Jean”
<Jean.Vernst@hq.doe.gov>

Subject: RE: URGENT: 1-pagers for NEPD
Jeremy,

Tracy can be reached at 586-3383
Jean at 586-4755.

Their e-mails are on the ccline.

Thanks

——Original Message-——
From: SymonsJeremy@epamail.epa.govdbintermnet [mailto:Symons Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov]
Sent:  Thursday, March 29, 2001 3:12 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Ce: Wynn.Lynda@epamail.epa.govbinternet
Subject: RE: URGENT: 1-pagers for NEPD

Jeremy Symons

EPA, Office of Air and Radiation
(202) 564-9301

Fax: (202) 501-0394

“Anderson, Margot” <Margot.Anderson@hq.doe.gov>
03/29/2001 02:04 PM ’

To:  Jeremy Symons/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
cc:  Lynda Wynn/DC/USEPA/US@EPA

——COriginal Message—

From: Symans.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov%internet
[mailto:Symons_Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov)]

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 1:54 PM

To: Anderson, Margot

Cc: Wynn. Lynda@epamail.epa.gov%internet
Subject: URGENT: 1-pagers for NEPD

5681
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Margot,

Jeremy Symons

EPA, Office of Air and Radiation
(202) 564-9301

Fax: (202) 501-0394

<< File: tmp.htm >>
<< Fite: tmp.htm >>

(AN

I
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Williams, Ronald L o
From: Kelliher, Joseph
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 2:11 PM
To: Anderson, Margot; Kolevar, Kevin
Subject:

5685
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Williams, Ronald L | b )
From: Vernet, Jean

Sent: . Friday, March 30, 2001 1:25 PM

To: Terry, Tracy

Cc: Anderson, Margot

Subject: A rewrite of Symons’ draft

Importance: High

Tracy,

Here's a first revision. It cues up the other issues we agreed should be clearly (or more directly) on the table:

5686
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Williams, Ronald L

From: Moses, David

Sent: . Friday, March 30, 2001 12:18 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: NEP papers

——O0riginal Message—
From: -Anderson, Margot
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 12:07 PM
To: Moses, David
Subject: RE: NEP papers

Odd. I'li call.

-—-Origina! Message—-
From: Moses, David
Sent:  Friday, March 30, 2001 12:03 PM
Ta: Anderson, Margat
Subject: NEP papers
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Williams, Ronald L

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Moses, David

Friday, March 30, 2001 12:03 PM
Anderson, Margot

NEP papers

DOEQ11-0095
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- 0" williams, Ronald L > )
From: Kelliher, Joseph
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 11:14 AM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: one pagers
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Williams, Ronald L

w

-
L

< 7

From: Freitas, Christopher

Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 9:42 AM

To: Anderson, Margot

Cc: DeHoratiis, Guido; Braitsch, Jay; Johnson, Nancy
Subject: RE: national energy policy

Importance: High

"

doepolicyrecsl.doc

Sincerely,

Christopher ]. Freitas
Program Manager, Natural Gas Infrastructure
(202) 586-1657

—Original Message—

From: DeHoratiis, Guido
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 8:35 AM
To: Alfison, Edith; Pyrdal, John; Freitas, Christopher; Juckett, Donald; Hochheiser, William

Subject: FW: national energy policy
Importance: High

fyi

——-Original Message-——

From: Kripowicz, Robert

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2001 7:14 AM

To: Rudins, Georpe; Braitsch, Jay; DeHoratiis, Guido; Caner Douglas; Johnson, Nancy; Porter, Robert; Melchert, Elena
Subject: FW: national energy policy TTT——

Importance: High

1 assume you are the ones that have been working on the options.
———0Original Message——

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2001 7:08 PM

5692
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To: Kripowicz, Robert; Haspel, Abe; Magwood, Witllam; Sczlingi, Paula; PETTIS, LARRY
Cc: Breed, William; Conti, John; Cammier, Paul; Friedrichs, Mark; Kelliner, Joseph
Subject: FW: national energy poticy

Importance: High

All,
Margot
——Original Message-——
From: Kelliher, Joseph
Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2001 6:16 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: national energy policy
Importance: High

Here itis. Please circulate to program offices.

<< File: doepolicyrecs1.doc >> << File: energyadd1.doc >>
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Williams, Ronald L

From: KYDES, ANDY

Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 12:05 PM

To: Anderson, Margot

Cc: PETTIS, LARRY; O'Donovan, Kevin; HUTZLER, MARY
Subject: Chapter 10 Redux

Here are our comments to the hpoefully final draft of Chapter 10.

Andy

5701
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Williams, Ronald L -
From: Carrier, Paul

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 4:52 PM

To: Andersaon, Margot

Subject: RE: More NEP assignments

‘Marnnt

Paul

——0Original Message——

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 1:46 PM '

TJo: Breed, William; Conti, John; Kripowicz, Robert; Braitsch, Jay; Haspel, Abe; Zimmerman, MaryBeth; ‘caball@bpa.qgov’; Friedrichs,
Mark; Carrier, Paul; Moses, David; Vernet, Jean; Baer, Mitchell

Cc: Kolevar, Kevin; Keilther, Joseph

Subject: More NEP assignments

All,

Principals meeting groups (Friday, hoon deadline):

If this is unclear, give me a call.

Margot
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Williams, Ronald L

From: Braitsch, Jay

Sent: . Thursday, March 29, 2001 4:23 PM
To: Pyrdol, John

Cc: Anderson, Margot

Subject: FW: More NEP assignments

Here's what | have on the OCS paper.

Margot, have not made contact with anyone besides John. Any chance people can do it first thing Friday am (when they
will be back)?

—0Original Message——

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 1:46 PM

To: Breed, William; Conti, John; Kripowicz, Robert; Bmtsch Jay; Haspel, Abe; Zimmerman, MaryBeth; ‘aball@bpa.qov’; Friedrichs,
Mark; Carrier, Paul; Moses, David; Vemet, Jean; Baer, Mitchell

Ce: Kotevar, Kevin; Kelliher, Joseph

Subject: More NEP assignments

All,

Principals meeting groups (Friday. noon deadline):

if this is unclear, give me a call.

Margot

5703

DOEO011-0108



" outright exemptions from these important ne

: J ,/ .~

———

THE SMOKESTACKS SWEEPSTAKES!

NRDC's Analysis of S.60: "National Electnicity
and Environmental Technology Act" Prepared
February, 2001

Overall Assessment: The Wolf in Sheep's
Clothing

5.60 purports to be simply about providing
financial incentives to encourage the development
of clean coal technologies. Instead, the bill
represents a wholesale assault on the Clean Air
Act's pollution controls on coal-fired power
plants. Through a series of exemptions, the bill
would allow every large coal-fired power plant in
the country to dramatically increase pollution
without installing modem pollution controls and
would exempt these plants from additional
controls for the next ten years. The same
exemptions are provided for new coal-fired plants.

0O The Clean Air Act requires new plants and
emission-increasing construction at existing plants
to install the best, most up-to-date pollution
controls (Best Available Control Technology and
Lowest Achievable Emissions Reductions) and to
offset pollution increases in areas violating public
health standards. The Act also requires a showing
that pollution increases from these plants will not
damage nearby National Parks. The bill creates

source review (INSK] protections for g wide

vaniety of pollution-increasing actions at new and

existing coal-fired power plants.
s =

O The bill grants coal-fired power plants a
10-ycar exemption from all new or increased air
poliution controls by EPA or states under the
Clean Air Act's core title I programs, so long as
the plants meet weaker standards established as
far back as 1971 or 1979.

o The bill would prohibit EPA from regulating
mercury and other toxic air pollutants from power
plants for 10 years if plants merely meet weaker

HUS) '
February 22, 200]

RESPONSE TO THE NRDC ANALYSIS OF
THE NATIONAL ELECTRICITY AND
ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY ACT

(NEET), S.60

The National Electricity and Environmental
Technology Act (NEET) will put in place a
comprehensive coal-based technology
program to reduce emissions and improve
efficiency in existing coal-based generating
plants and stimulate deployment of advanced
technologies. It will further reduce emissions
and improve efficiency in new generating
facilities allowing our most abundant
domestic energy resource to help meet the
nation’s growing need for clean, reliable, and
affordable electricity. The NEET Act is
projected to contribute to the reduction of
SO2 and NOx levels of 28% and 24%
respectively below 1999 levels. The NEET
Act is projected to produce a net reduction in
carbon dioxide emissions of 11.7 million tons.

The NEET Act is consistent with the current
provisions of the Clean Air Act tha t
exemptions from new sourcg review for the

wnstallation of pollufion control devices on

gxisting facilities and Tor the repowering of
/?ﬁ:ﬁ_nnguIMtWMogies.
“Exemptions are granted only for those ™
pollutants that are controlled to the levels that
meet or exceed the new source performance
standards. The Clean Air Act requires the
Administrator of the EPA to establish and
modify as appropriate standards for
emissions from new or modified sources
achievable through the best system of
emission reduction that has been adequately
demonstrated. The goal of the Act is to
improve the environmental and operating
performance of electricity generating
facilities; not gain across-the-board
exemptions from the Clean Air Act.

The bill will in no way limit the regulation of
mercury or other toxic pollutants from

existing sources.
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Next, the bill subsidizes — to the tune of $10
million in tax credits - certain new equipment at
each coal-based electricity generating unitat a
power plant, essentially creating a double windfall
whereby the equipment will escape current and
future Clean Air Act controls at the expense of
taxpayer moncy. Finally, the bill subsidizes
coal-buming electricity equipment installed as
long as 10 years ago, as well as equipment to be
installed 10 years into the future. These subsidies
would apply to control equipment that power
plants already are or will be required to install
under existing Clean Air Act rules.

Incentives for use of coal-based technologies are
objectionable because their result is to subsidize
more polluting coal-fired plants at the expense of
cleaner resources: efficiency, renewables, and
natural gas-fired plants. Coal technology
subsidies would not ensure additional electricity
or reduced pollution. Instead, this bill would
worsen pollution and force taxpayers to subsidize
that pollution. Indeed, the bill would provide
subsidies and air pollution exemptions to plants
that are not nearly as well controlled as even some
existing coal plants. Finally, because the bill
subsidizes equipment installed as long as 10 years
ago and equipment that utilities are or will be
required to install under current law, the subsidies
are really windfalls rather than incentives.

February 22, 2001

There are no provisions in the NEET bill that
allow any power plant to escape its
responsibility to meet current emission
limitations. '

The bill does not provide incentives or
exemptions for equipment built prior to the
enactment of the bill.

The bill is designed to provide incentives for
the installation of control equipment to meet
current and future emission regulations.

It is an undeniable fact that the quality of life
and financial well being of the citizens of the
US are tied to readily available, secure and
low-cost forms of energy and, in particular,
electricity. Coal is the primary component of
the nation’s current electricity supply and the
reason that supply is so available and cost
competitive. The nation's demand for epergy
and desire for a clean environment are
compatible goals. The use of coal with current
emission controls and clean coal technology,
and the development of advanced coal
combusfion and emission control technologies
will assure the attainment of these goals now
and in the future. The NEET Act and its
financial and regulatory incentives will
enhance efforts to achieve these goals.

The NEET Act does not suppress or discourage
the development of any type of electricity
generation or the use of any other fossil fuel,
renewable energy, or nuclear power. The
NEET Act will enhance fuel diversity for the
nation’s energy supply and security.
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unreasonably and unnecessarily high levels of air
pollution. -

The Clean Air Act requires EPA to study the
public health hazards caused by toxic air pollution
from power plants and to determine whether
strong regulation is necessary. In December
2000, EPA concluded that regulation of mercury
and other air toxics from power plants is
necessary. EPA must propose air toxics
regulations by December 2003 and issue final
regulations by December 2004.

S.60 moves in exactly the opposite and wrong
direction from these enforcement, legislative, and
regulatory efforts, which are directed at cleaning
up old, dirty plants, rather than extending their
grandfather status. The bill also undermines the
overwhelming scientific evidence that regulation
of mercury and other air toxics from power plants
is necessary to protect public health and the
environment.

O Title 1, Subtitle B: "Power Plant

Improvement Initiative"”

Requires DOE to make taxpayer-funded
grants to power plant projects aimed at
increasing coal use AND exempts all funded
projects from the best, most up-to-date
pollution controls and pollution offset
requirements under the Clean Air Act.

(Title I, subtitle B, § 122(e)). A project can
qualify for the grant and exemptions without
meeting any minimum environmental
performance requirements. (Title ], subtitle B,
§§ 121(b)(3) and 122(b)). While these
provisions list environmental performance as
one basis for qualifying, a plant can qualify
simply by meeting other criteria having
nothing to do with environmental
performance, e.g., "production of coal
combustion byproducts that are capable of
obtaining [greater] economic values.” (Title I,

February 22, 2001

subtitle B, § 122(b)(2)).

The NEET Act responds to all of the
environmental concerns the NRDC has raised
here. The NEET Act is designed to address the
environmental performance and operating
efficiency of existing plants. By addressing
efficiency, the NEET Act provides incentives for
facilities to lower their carbon emissions per unit
of energy produced, an emission control that is
beyond current regulatory requirements.

To the contrary, the NEET Act is expressly the
right kind of action to further the environmental
performance of the existing fleet of plants and
insure that lower emitting and higher
performing technology is available for the
future. Opposition to this type of legislation by
the NRDC will further the regulatory stalemate
that exists today for existing facilities and
prevent the continued improvement of air
quality in the future.

The Power Plant Improvement Initiative
provisions of the NEET Act are taken directly
from the program of the same name that was
authorized by Congress in the FY2001 Interior
Appropriations Bill. The NRDC is oppesing
legislation that will improve the environment
and address concerns over the impact of carbon
emissions on climate change.
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Air Act exemptions. Even though pollution
from the plant would increase, the system
would qualify.

o finally the system must meet other simple,
broadly available criteria (has a useful life of
not less than 4 years, is depreciable, and is
located in the U.S.).

(Title 11, § 201(b)).

Exempts installation of these "qualifying
systems of continuous emission control” at
coal-fired power plants from the best, most
up-to-date pollution controls (BACT and
LAER) and pollution-offset requirements
under the Clean Air Act, with no substitute
requirements that the power plant achieve the
same or greater pollution reductions as the
displaced Clean Air Act requirements.

(Title 11, § 201(f)Y(1)).

In addition, coal-fired power plants
cquipped with these qualifying systems of
centinuous emission control:

o are granted a 10-year exemption from new
¢r increased air pollution controls by EPA or
states under title I of the Clean Air Act, so
long as the plant meets "applicable” new
source performance standards (NSPS)
established in 1971 (40 CFR Part 60, subpart
D), 1979 (40 CFR Part 60, subpart Da), or

1998 amendments relating to one pollutant.

(Title I1, § 201(f)(2)). The bill is not clear as
to which of these weaker standards a power
plant would have to meet.

- § Some power plants are already meeting the
weaker NSPS requirements, so the practical
result of this section is to relieve utilities from
current and future air pollution control
requirements under the Clean Air Act for 10
years for things they may be already doing,
with pollution increasing and permitted to
increase in the future.

February 22, 2001

The installation of a system of continuous
emission control is currently exempt from the
BACT and LEAR requirements of the Clean
Air Act because it constitutes an emission
reduction. The NEET Act provisions are
consistent with these provisions of the Clean
Air Act.

The exemptions are consistent with current
provisions contained in the Clean Air Act and
the Internal Revenue Code.

The Clean Air Act requires that the new
source performance standards be revised
every 10 years.

Section 111 of the Clean Air Act defines
“standard of performance” as ‘““‘a standard for
emissions of air pollutants which reflects the
degree of emission limitation achievable
through the application of the best system of
emission reduction ...the Administrator
determines has been adequately
demonstrated.”

Section 111 goes on to require “The
Administrator shall, at least every 8 years,
review and, if appropriate, revise such
standards following the procedure required
by this subsection for promulgation of such
standards.”
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O TitleII, § 202: "Credit for Production
from a Qualifying 'Clean’ Coal Technology
Unit" :

This section provides a taxpayer-funded
subsidy for electricity produced from slightly
more efficient coal-fired power plants and
exempts these plants from Clean Air Act
provisions.

The section applies to a "qualifying clean
coal technology unit," which is defined
merely to mean:

0 an existing coal-based electricity
generating unit; with a capacity rating no
more than 300,000 kW; which "has been
retrofitted, repowered, or replaced with a
clean coal technology within 10 years" of the
law's effective date. (Title II, § 202).

§ The bill's subsidies, relaxations in
environmental requirements, and relief from
future regulations apply to
retrofits/repowering/ replacements that
occurred at these units in the past 10 years, as
well as for the next 10 years. For past
activities, the bill's various rewards are
therefore not incentives but windfalls for
coal-fired utilities at the expense of taxpayers
and public health.

“Clean coal” is more than a misnomer,
since the definition neither establishes nor
requires an environmental performance
standard of cleanliness in terms of air
pollution emitted; rather, "clean coal
technology" is defined in terms of the unit's
design heat rate and heat content, which are
measures of a unit's efficiency. (Title II, §
202(a)). While increased efficiency will
improve a unit's environmental performance
relative to some of the dirtiest units, so-called
"clean coal" technologies will remain less

February 22, 2001

The Clean Air Act currently contains
exemptions to the New Source Performance
Standards (Section 111) and the Prevention of
Significant Deterioration of Air Quality (Part )
new source review requirements for facilities
that are repowered with clean coal technologies.

This discussion is a misinterpretation of the
“safe harbor”provisions of the bill. The bill
provides a ten-year period from the date of
enactment over which time the facility owner
may install a pollution control device or clean
coal technology and receive a tax credit. The
ownper that achieves the NSPS level for a
pollutant can obtain an exemption from new
source review for the installation and a ten-year
exemption from further regulation of that
pollutant and only that pollutant. At the end of

the ten years, the facility must meet the then
current regulations.

Coal must remain in the US energy mix and
Clean Coal Technology is the way to make that
happen and meet the demand for electricity and
environmental goals. Natural gas and
renewables can not adequately supply the
nation’s energy needs either from a resource
reserve basis or on a cost-competitive basis.
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O Title 111, § 301: "Credit for Investment in
Qualifying Advanced 'Clean’ Coal
Technology”

This section provides a tax credit for
investments in new or existing coal-fired
power plants. Combined with § 302, this
provision also creates Clean Air Act
exemptions.

The section applies to a "qualifying
advanced clean coal technology facility",
which means: '

o a purchased "facility,” or a facility
replacing, retrofitting, or repowering
coal-fired or natural gas-fired combustion
technology;

o that is depreciable, has a useful life of not
less than 4 years, is in the U.S_; and

o that uses "qualifying advanced clean coal
technology." (Title III, § 301(b)).

- "Qualifying advanced clean coal
technology" means:

o a combined capacity total of 10,000
megawatts of technology defined to be "clean
coal technology":

(1) up to 5,000 megawatts of advanced
pulverized coal or atmospheric fluidized bed
combustion technology;

(2) up to 1,000 megawatts of pressurized
fluidized bed combustion technology; (3) up
to 2,000 megawatts of integrated gasification
combined cycle technology, with or without
fuel or chemical co-production; or

(4) up to 2,000 megawatts of other
electricity-producing technology.

o These technologies may be considered
"qualifying advanced clean coal technology"”
if designed to meet various fuel use targets
("heat rates") up to 9,900 Btu per kWh.

February 22, 2001
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This section provides additional subsidies
for the generation of electricity from
coal-fired power plants that have already
received a 10% capital cost subsidy under §
301. These subsidies range between 0.05 and
1.2 cents per kWh depending on the efficiency
of the plant, the year it is placed in service,
and the year the electricity is generated.
Again, this section would have the perverse
effect of subsidizing coal plants that are far
more polluting than competing unsubsidized
natural gas-fired plants. (Title III, § 302(a)).

Finally, under this section, installing a
qualifying piece of equipment on one unit at a
plant site exempts the entire facility (an entire
plant site with multiple power plant units)
from the following Clean Air Act
requirements:

o the new source review program's most
up-to-date pollution controls (BACT and
LAER) and pollution-offset requirements
under the Clean Air Act. (Title I11, §
302(e)(1)).

o a 10-year exemption from new or increased
air pollution controls by EPA or states under
title 1 of the Clean Air Act, so long as the
facility meets the weaker NSPS requirements.
(Tide 111, § 302(e)(2)).

0 A 10-year exemption from new or
increased air pollution controls by EPA over
mercury and other air toxic pollutants, so long
as the facility meets the weaker NSPS
requirements established for pollutants other
than mercury and other air toxics. (Title 11, §
302(e)(2)).

Again, there is no substitute requirement that
these facilities achieve the same or greater
pollution reductions as the displaced Clean
Air Act requirements, including those future
requirements that states and EPA may find

February 22, 2001

A low cost, reliable electricity system must
rely on a diverse supply of fuels and energy
sources including coal, nuclear, natural gas
and renewables. It is unrealistic to exclude
any of these sources. Natural gas fired power
plants alone cannot meet the public’s demand
for reliable, secure, and affordable electricity.
The volatility of natural gas prices and
uncertainty of supply have lead to severe
energy problems in the West. A diverse
energy supply including clean coal technology
is the best answer.

The Clean Air Act currently contains
exemptions to the New Source Performance
Standards (Section 111) and the Prevention of
Siguificant Deterioration of Air Quality (Part
C) new source review requirements for
facilities that are repowered with clean coal
technologies. This section of the NEET Act
seeks to have that same exemption apply to
this limited number of advanced technology
demonstrations. '

This discussion is once again a
misinterpretation of the conditions of the 10-
year safe harbor provisions of the bill. The
exemption is granted on a pollutant by
pollutant basis for only those pollutants for
which a new source performance standard
exists and that are controlled to the new
source performance standard level. There
are currently no new source performance
standards for mercury or any other toxic
emission. -
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1. The Office of the Vice President has identified a number of meetings conducted by the
President’s National Energy Policy Development Group (NEPDG). For each meering’
attended by Secretary Abraham or his staff, please provide (a) a complete accounting of
all attendees, including the full name of each attendee, title, and office represented; (b)
the location of the meeting, (c) the duration of the meeting, and (d) whether the meering
was open to the public.

In the entrance meeting of June 8, 2001, GAO representatives clarified that the Department
should provide information on only those meetings atiended by the Secretary. According to the
Office of Scheduling and Advance, the meetings listed below are described on the Secretary’s.
calendar as “NEPD” or “Energy Principal’s Task Force Meeting” (sic) or a variation thereof.
None of these meetings was open to the public to the best knowledge of Joseph Kelliher, Office
of the Secretary. The individuals listed as attending are the DOE staff (other than NEPDG staff)
whose names appear on the Secretary’s calendar.

January 29, 2001

February 9, 2001

March 12, 2001

March 19, 2001

April 3, 2001

April 18, 2001

May 2, 2001

National Energy Policy Development Group (NEPDG)

OEOB, VP Ceremonial Office

10:00 - 11:00AM

Attendees:
Kyle McSlarrow, Chief of Staff, Office of the Secretary,
DOE

OEOB, VP Ceremonial Office
10:00- 11:30 AM
Arntendee: Joseph Kelliher, DOE

The Cabinet Room, The White House
4:10-5:10PM

OEOB, VP Ceremonial Office
3:00 - 5:18 PM
Attendees:
Joseph Kelliher, DOE
Craig Felner, Special Assistant, DOE

OEOB, VP Ceremonial Office
10:00 - 11:30 AM
Attendees:
Joseph Kelliher, DOE
Kyle McSlarrow, DOE

- OEQOB, VP Cercmonial Office

2:45-4:15PM
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Aftendees:
Joseph Kelliher, DOE
Kyle McSlarrow, DOE

The NEPDG is supported by 6 professional staff, referred to as the “Group support
staff”, assigned to the Office of the Vice President. We understand that several of these

staff are now DOE employees and several served as consultants to the Department while

‘the Department was processing their entrance-on-duty papers. Please provide
employment information for all DOE consultants and employees who served on or
assisted the Group support staff, including their names, the date they became a DOE
employee or consultant, and whether they are full, part-time, or other type of Federal
employee. '

The following DOE employees served as the “Group support staff.”

(V3]

Began Work for DOE Appointment
Andrew Lundquist ' 2/01/01 Full time
¥Karea Knutsen 2/07/01 Full time
Kristen Scott-Drager 2/26/01 Full time
Charles Smith , 6/3/79 Full time
Elena Subia Melchert 5/13/85 Full time
Jim Sims 4/04/01 Full ime

Various members of the Group support staff met with DOE officials and others to gather
information relevant to the NEPDG work. For each interview or meeting, (a) ideniify the
date, location, and duration, (b) provide a list of all persons met with, including their full
name, title, and office or clients represented, (c) identify the purpose and agenda. (d)
provide what information was presented, (e) tndicate if minutes or notes were kept. (f)
indicate whether documents were prepared following these interviews or meerings, (g)
identifv. to the best of your knowledge, how members of the NEPDG or Group support
staff deteymined who would be invited to the interviews or meetings, and (h) list which
interviews or meetings were open to the public, including providing copies of all notices
or invitarions to such meetings or interviews.

As discussed in the mecting on June 8, the following information is provided in response 1o
question 3 concerning meetings attended by the designated DOE points of contact for the
NEPDG, Margot Anderson, Office of Policy, DOE, and Joseph T. Kelliher, Office of the
Secretary. With regard to the specific inquiries:

(a) The meetings are identified below by date, location and duration, to the extent that
information is available on Mr. Kelliher's or Ms. Anderson’s calendars. and annotated in
parentheses to show whether Mr. Kelliher or Ms. Anderson attended or both.

DOEO011-0125
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(b) Neither Mr. Kelliher nor Ms. Anderson have any record regarding who attended these
meetings. Ms. Anderson advises that DOE officials and staff met with staff of the
NEPDG in two different settings: (1) in large group meetings with staff representatives
from other Executive Branch agencies (such as CEA, Treasury, USDA, EPA, DOT, and
State) to discuss NEP chapter drafts and comments; and (2) in smaller group sessions
with only NEPDG staff present to discuss chapter drafis. These meetings were chaired by
staff of the NEPDG.

(c) and (d) The purpose of each meeting is described below to the best of Mr. Kelliher’s
recollection. Ms. Anderson advises that, typically, drafts were distributed to meeting
attendees prior to the meetings and lead authors would walk through the major points of
the chapter and lead the discussion. Attendees commented on the chapters, providing
new or revised text, which was also discussed by the group.

(e) Neither Ms. Anderson nor Mr. Kelliher kept minutes of these meetings.
(f) Actions taken following these meetings are noted below.

(g) To the best of Mr. Kelliher’s knowledge, NEPDG members were free to assign one or
more staff to work with Group support staff and support the efforts of the NEPDG
members.

(h) To the best of the knowledge of Ms. Anderson and Mr. Kelliher, none of the listed
meetings was open to the public.

February 9, 2001. VP Ceremonial Office, OEOB. (Kelliher)
According to Mr. Kelliher’s recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the
process for development of the NEP. An outline of the NEP report chapters assigned to
DOE as lead was prepared following this meeting.

February 13, 2001. VP Ceremontial Office, OEOB. 3:00 - 4:00 PM (Kelliher)
According to Mr. Kelliher’s recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the
draft outline of the NEP report. Following this meeting, DOE began draﬁmo an outline
of the NEP chapters assigned to it by the NEPDG staff.

February 16, 2001. VP Ceremonial Office, OEOB, 2:00 - 3:00 PM. (Keliiher)
According to Mr. Kelliher’s recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the
outline of the NEP. Following the meeting, DOE continued to draft the NEP chapters
assigned to it by the NEPDG staff, with a primary focus on chapters 1 and 2, which
would provide the basis of an interim report to the President.

February 20, 2001, VP Ceremonial Office, OEOB, 10:00 - 11:30 AM. (Anderson and Kelliher)
According to Mr. Kelliher's recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the
outline of the NEP. Following the meeting, DOE continued to draft the NEP chapters

3
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assigned to it by the NEPDG staff, with a pnmary focus on chapters 1 and 2, which
would provide the basis of an interim report 1o the President.

February 23, 2001, VP Ceremonial Office, OEOB, 10:00 - 12:00 AM. (Anderson and Kelliher)
According to Mr. Kelliher’s recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the
draft NEP chapters prepared by the various agencies, including DOE.  Following the
meeting, DOE continued to draft the NEP chapters assigned to it by the NEPDG staff,
with a primary focus on chapters 1 and 2, which would provide the basis of an intenim
report to the President.

February 28, 2001, VP Ceremonial Office, OEOB, 4:00 - 6:00 PM. (Anderson and Kelliher)
According to Mr. Kelliher’s recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the
draft NEP chapters prepared by the various agencies, including DOE. Following the
meeting, DOE continued to draft the NEP chapters assigned to it by the NEPDG staff,
with a primary focus on chapters 1 and 2, which would provide the basis of an intenm
report to the President. '

March 1, 2001. VP Ceremonial Office, OEOB, 4:30 - 6:30 PM. (Anderson and Kelliher)
According 1o Mr. Kelliher's recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the
draft NEP chapters prepared by the various agencies, including DOE. Following the
meeting, DOE continued to draft the NEP chapters assigned to it by the NEPDG staff.

March 6, 2001. OEOB, 11:00-12:30. (Anderson).
According to Ms. Anderson’s recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the
draft NEP chapters prepared by the various agencies, including DOE. Following the
meeting, DOE continued to draft the NEP chapters assigned to it by the NEPDG staff.

March 7, 2001. OEOB, 1:00-3:30 PM (Anderson).
According 10 Ms. Anderson’s recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the
draft NEP chapters prepared by the various agencies, including DOE. Following the
meeting, DOE continued to draft the NEP chapters assigned to it by the NEPDG staff.

March 12. 2001. VP Ceremonial Office, OEOB, 10:00 - 11:00 AM. (Anderson and Kelliher)
According to Mr. Kelliber's recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the
draft NEP chapters prepared by the vanous agencies, including DOE. Following the
meeting, DOE continued to draft the NEP chapters assigned to it by the NEPDG staff.

March 13, 2001.0EOB, 3:00-5:00 PM. (Anderson)
According to Ms. Anderson’s recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the
draft NEP chapters prepared by the various agencies, including DOE. Following the
meeting, DOE continued to draft the NEP chapters assigned to it by the NEPDG saff.

March 14, 2001. OEOB, 5:00-6:30 PM. (Anderson).
According to Ms. Anderson’s recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the

4
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draft NEP chapters prepared by the various agencies, including DOE. Following the
meeting, DOE continued 1o draft the NEP chapters assigned to it by the NEPDG staff.

March 16, 200]1. OEOB, 1:00-3:00 PM. (Anderson).
According to Ms. Anderson's recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the
draft NEP chapters prepared by the various agencies, including DOE. Following the
meeting, DOE continued to draft the NEP chapters assigned to it by the NEPDG staff.

March 20, 2001. OEOB, 3:30-6:00 PM. (Anderson).
According to Ms. Anderson'’s recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the
draft NEP chapters prepared by the various agencies, including DOE. Following the
meeting, DOE contnued to draft the NEP chapters assigned to it by the NEPDG staff.

March 21, 2001. NEPDG offices, OEOB, 9:00 - 11:00 AM. (Anderson)
According to Ms. Anderson’s recollection, the meeting appears on Mr. Kelliher’s
schedule, but he does not recall if he actually attended. According to Mr. Kelliber’s
recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the draft NEP chapters prepared
by DOE. '

March 23, 200]. White House Conference Center, Jackson Place. 10:00 - 11:30 AM. (Anderson
and Kelliher) ’
According to Mr. Kelliher’s recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the
draft NEP chapters prepared by the vanious agencies, including DOE. Following the
meeting, DOE continued 1o draft the NEP chapters assigned to it by the NEPDG staff.

March 29, 2001. White House Conference Center, Jackson Place. 11:00AM to 1:00 PM.
(Kelliher)
According to Mr. Kelliher's recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss draft
NEP recommendations submutted by the various agencies, including DOE. Following the
meeting, DOE continued to draft the NEP chapters assigned to it by the NEPDG staff.

April 3, 2001, VP Ceremonia! Office, OEOB, 4:30 - 6:00 Pm. (Kelliher)
According to Mr. Kelliher’s recollection, the purpose of the meeting was to discuss draft
NEP recommendations submitted by the various agencies, including DOE. Following the

meeting, DOE continued to draft the NEP chapters assigned to it by the NEPDG staff.
4. Describe the process and responsibilities within the Department for developing poriions
of the National Energy Policy chapters and recommendations for the NEPDG. For each

interview or meeting held. provide the same information listed in 3(a) through (h; above.

Mr. Kelliher provided an oral response to this question in the entrance mecting on June 8.
2001. Ms. Anderson provides the following information in response to this question:
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The Department of Energy was responsible for drafting several chapters of the NEP. As
the number and title of the chapters changed throughout the process, 1t 1s best to idenufy
these chapters by their final chapter number and name:

Chapter 1, Taking Stock

Chapter 4, Using Energy Wisely
Chapter 5, Energy for a New Century
Chapter 6, Nature’s Power

Drafting included writing the chapter and providing candidate graphics and pictures.

DOE provided significant input into Chapter 2, Striking Home, Chapter 7, America’s
Infrastructure; and Chapter 8, Strengthening Global Alliances.

At DOE, a coordination team was established, led by the Office of Policy, consisting
primarily of representatives from the Offices of Energy Efficiency and Renewable
Energy, Nuclear Energy, Fossil Energy, Policy Office, Office of International Affairs and
the Energy Information Administration. The DOE group met frequently throughout
February and March (Ms. Anderson's calendar does not identify all the meetings - some
entries are simply “NEP”). As wcrk progressed, the group meetings diminished as the
workload was divided up on each of the chapters. DOE staff conducted a significant
amount of work via email and telephone.

FE took the lead on Chapter 5; Policy took the lead on Chapter 1; and EE took the lead
on Chapters 4 and 6. ElA provided -verall fact checking and editing. Policy provided
input to all the chapters. All offices commented on all chapters authored by DOE. Each
office kept abreast of what industry and stakeholders groups were saying about energy
policy. The Policy Office was simultaneously responding to dozens of letters sent the
Department on energy policy (many of which contained policy recommendations) and
the Policy Office contacted several environmental groups to discuss policy options. DOE
also provided comumnents on the chapters for which DOE did not have a lead. Inter-
agency comments were coordinated by the NEPDG.

In addition to drafuing chapters, DOE, like the other agencies, was asked to provide
energy policy recommendations. Using the DOE staff-level coordination group. each
Office put forward ideas that were sent to Joseph Kelliher. According to Mr. Kelliher. he
reviewed these proposals with Kyle McSlarrow, the Secretary’s Chief of Staff, before
submission to the Secretary.

Identify whether Secretary Abraham with his staff met or his s1aff mer with Federal
individuals in other agencies or with non-Federal individuals to gather information
relevant to the NEPDG and provide the same information listed in question 3(a) through
(h) above. Also, please explain the criteria used in determining who would be invited to
participate in these meetings or excluded from the meetings.
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In the entrance meeting of June 8, 2001, GAO representatives clarified that this question was -
directed to meetings attended by Secretary Abrabam. According to a computer search conducted
by the Office of Scheduling and Advance of electronic records of the Secretary’s calendar, the
Secretary of Energy has participated in the following meetings whose purpose was the
discussion of national energy policy. The following does not include speeches given by the
Secretary or meetings with reporters where the NEPDG was discussed or meetings with foreign
officials where U.S. energy policy was discussed.

February 1, 2001

March 14, 2001

Marech 20, 2001

March 28, 2001

Dinner where J. Bennett Johnston delivered an address “National Energy
Policy-Past, Present and Future”

Meeting with C. John Miller, CEO of Miller Energy, Inc.
Department of Energy-Washington, DC

11:30 AM - NOON

Staff: Kevin Kolevar

Attendees: Bill Myler, Muskegon Development Group

Jerry Jordan, Chairman of Ind. Petroleum Assoc. of Amenca
Barry Russell, President, [PAA

Frank Mortel, President & CEQ Michigan Oil and Gas Assoc.
Sid Jansma, Jr. President & CEO Wolverine Gas & Oil Corp.

Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI) Meeting

Department of Energy- Washmgton DC

3:45-4:15 PM

Staff: Kevin Kolevar, Bill Magwood, Lake Barrett and Paul
Longsworth

Attendees: Joe Colvin, President & CEO Nuclear Encrgy Inst.
Donald Hiniz, President & CEQ Entergy Operations

Charles Pryor, Jr., President & CEO Westinghouse Electric Co.
Christian Poindexter, President & CEO Constellation Energy
William Coley, Group President Duke Power Company
Michael Moms, Chairman & President, Northeast Utilities
William T. McCormick, Jr., Chairman and CEO CMS Energy
Corbin McNeil, Exelon Corporation

Marv Fertel, NEI

John Kane, NEI

Meeting with Former Congressman Lowery

Department of Energy-Washington, DC

1:20-1:40 PM

Staff: Michael Whatley and Joe Kelliher -

Auendees: Walt Bussell, Jacksonville Electric Authority

Bob Johnston, President & CEO, Municipal Electric Auth. of Georgia
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April 3, 2001

April 3, 2001

April 25, 2001

April 26, 2001

Mark Crisson, Director of Tacoma Public Utilities Commussion

Jan Shcori, GM of Sacramento Municipal Utihities District

William Mayben, President & CEO, Nebraska Public Power District
Gary Zarker, Supernintendent, Seattle Municipal Electricity Utility
Peter Hayes, Manager, Salt River Project

Meeting with Fred Fielding and Rick Green
Department of Energy-Washington, DC
9:45-10:00 AM

Staff: Kevin Koievar

Meeting with Robert Mutray & Blair Gardner, Amencan Coal Co.
Department of Energy-Washington, DC

5:28-5:55 PM

Staff: John McCutcheon, Kyle McSlarrow and Kevin Kolevar

Meeting with Coal Producers

OEOB-Washington, DC

4:00-4:20 PM

Staff: John McCutcheon and Kevir Kolevar

Attendees: Andrew Lundquist, Bob McNally, Karl Rove, Matt Schlapp

Domestic Petroleum Counctl

Department of Energy-Washington, DC
4:50-5:00 PM

Staff: Kevin Kolevar

Attendees: Ray Seegmiller, Cabot Oil & Gas
Charles Davidson, Noble Affiliates

Ed Segner, EOG Resources

Stan Blossom, Kerr-McGee

Bill Whitsit, Domestic Petroleum Council

6. Identify the information available concerning (a} the direct and indirect costs incurred by
the Department and (b) whether any participants in interviews or meeting(s) received
any compensation for their involvement. Identifv if appropriated funds were used 10 pav
the costs of personnel in supporting the activities of the NEPDG.

(a) The following are the direct/indirect costs associated with the delivery of the National Energy
Policy Report identified to date. Excluding Federal salary and expenses, the Department of
Energy provided support to the President’s National Energy Policy Development Group

(NEPDG):

* Cost for initial 10,000 policy publications
Printing and production: $108,446.00

DOE011-0131
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Graphic suppori: 27,165.00
Total: $135,615.00

Funding source: Solar and Renewables, Energy Supply Appropriation (Pub. L. 106-377)
and Energy Conservation Appropriation (Pub. L. 106-291)*

= Cost for producing 16 40" x 60” briefing boards
Graphics cost: $ 1,317.39
Funding source: Solar and Renewables, Energy Supply Appropnation (Pub. L. 106-377)
and Energy Conservation Appropriation (Pub. L. 106-291)*

= Hotel room near print-shop while policy publication was being produced

Room and tax: $ 10092
Funding source: Fossil Energy Research and Development Appropniation (Pub. L. 106-
291y

* Expenses associated with travel in support of the NEPDG
Travel by Andrew Lundquist to Alaska
Lodging: 3 8640
Per diem (2 days): 90.00
runding source: Energy Conservation Appropnation (Pub.L. 106-291)

Tetal spent by DOE 1n support of NEPDG, as of June 15, 2001: $139,209.71
= Future anticipated expenditure:
5,000 additional copies of the policy publication:
Projected cost: $30,000 - $35,000
Funding source: Solar and Renewables, Energy Supply Appropriation (Pub. L. 106 377)
and Energy Conservation Appropration (Pub. L. 106-291)*

*Note: Printing/Graphics Business Line 1s split 58% Solar and Renewables, Energy
Supply Appropriation and 42% Energy Conservation Appropriation

(b) Other than the salary costs for Federal employees, no participants in any meetings
received compensation from the Department of Energy for their involvement.

7. Provide an accounting of the stawtory authorities, regulations. rules, and guidelines under
which information for the NEPDG was developed.

A number of statutes provide the Department of Energy with authorities and
responsibilities for energy policy. For example, the Department of Energy Organization
Act, Public Law 95-91, as amended, contains provisions that address the Department’s
role regarding energy policy. Section 102 of the Act (42 U.S.C. 7112) provides, in part:

9
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The Congress therefore declares that the establishment of a Department of Energy is in
the public interest and will promote the general welfare by assuring coordinated and
effective administration of Federal energy policy and programs. It is the purpose of this
Act:

(2) To achieve, through the Department, effective management of energy functions of the
Federal Government, including consultation with the heads of other Federal departments
and agencies in order to encourage them to establish and observe policies consistent with
a coordinated energy policy, and to promote maximum possible energy conservation
measures in connection with the activities within their respective jurisdictions.

(3) To provide for a mechanism through which a coordinated national energy policy can
be formulated and implemented to deal with the short-, mid- and long-term energy
problems of the Nation; and to develop plans and programs for dealing with domestic
energy production and import shortages.

(4) To create and implement a2 comprehensive energy conservation strategy that will
receive the highest priority in the national energy program.

(5) To carry out the planning, coordination, support, and management of a balanced and
comprehbensive energy research and development program, including -

(A) assessing the requirements for energy research and development;
(B) developing priorities necessary to meet those requirements;

(C) undenaking programs for the optimal development of the various forms of
energy production and conservation; and

(D) disseminating information resulting from such programs, including
disseminating information on the commercial feasibility and use of energy from

fossil, nuclear, solar, geothermal, and other energy technologies.

(6) To place major emphasis on the development and commercial use of solar,
geothermal, recycling and other technologies utilizing renewable energy resources.

3
(8) To facilitate establishment of an effective strategy for distributing and allocating fueis

in periods of short supply and to provide for thie administration of a national energv
supply reserve.
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(9) To promote the interests of consumers through the provision of an adequate and
reliable supply of energy at the lowest reasonable cost.

(10) To establish and implement through the Department, in coordination with the
Secretaries of State, Treasury, and Defense, policies regarding international energy issues
that have a direct impact on research, development, utilization, supply, and conservation
of energy in the United States and to undertake activities involving the integration of
domestic and foreign policy relating to energy, including provision of independent
technical advice to the President on international negotiations involving energy
resources, energy technologies, or nuclear weapons issues, except that the Secretary of
State shall continue to exercise primary authority for the conduct of foreign policy
rclating to energy and nuclear nonproliferation, pursuant to policy guidelines established
by the President.

(11) To provide for the cooperation of Federal, State, and local govermments in the
development and implementation of national energy policies and programs.

(12) To foster and assure competition among parties engaged in the supply of energy and
fuels.

(13) To assure incorporation of national environmental protection goals in the
formulation and implementation of energy programs, and 1o advance the goals of
restoring, protecting, and enhancing environmental quality, and assuring public health
and safety. '

(14) To assure, to the maxamum extent practicable, that the productive capacity of private
enterprise shall be utilized in the development and achievement of the policies and
purposes of this chapter. )

(15) To provide for, encourage, and assist public participation in the development and
cnforcement of national-cnergy programs.

Further, section 301(a) of the Department of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7151(a))
transferred to and vested in the Secretary of Energy all the functions vested by law in the former
Federal Energy Administration and the former Energy Research and Development
Admunistration and their respective officers and components. In that connection, see section
5(b) of the Federal Energy Administration Act of 1974, Public Law 93-275, as amended (13
U.S.C. 764(b)); and section 103 of the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974, Public Law 93-438.
as amended (42 U.S.C. 5813). ‘

On January 29,2001, the President signed a memorandum establishing the National Energy
Policy Development Group. A copy of that memorandum is attached.

11
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

January 29, 2001

MEMORANDUM FOR THE VICE PRESIDENT
THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY
THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR
THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE
THE SECRETARY OF COMMERCE
THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION
THE SECRETARY OF ENERGY
THE DIRECTOR OF THE FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

AGENCY
TEHE ADMINISTRATOR OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

THE ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT AND DEPUTY CHIEF
OF STAFF FOR POLICY

THE ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT FOR ECONOMIC
POLICY

THE ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT FOR
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

SUBJ=CT: National Energy Policy Development Group

One oi the greatest challenges facing the private sector and
Federal, State, and local governments is ensuring that enercy
rescurces are available to meet the needs of our citizens and
cur economy. To help address this challenge, I am asking the
Vice President to lead the development of a national energy
pclicy designed to help the private sector, and government at
21l lesvzls, promote dependable, affordable, and envircnmentally
sound production and distribution of energy for the future.
Xccerdingly, 1 direct as follows:

|12

Zstakbijshmert. There is herebv established within the
EZxecutive Office of the President an Energy Policy Development
Group, ccrnsisting of the following officers of the Federzl
Government: the Vice President, Secretary.cf the Treasury,
Secretary oi the Intericr, Secretary of Agriculture, Secr=tzary
. 0of Commerce, Secretary of Transportation, Secretary of Enercy,
Direczcr of the Federsl Emergency Management Agency, Adminis-
trator oi the Environmental Protection Agency, Assistant to ths
Presicent and Deputy Chief of Stzff for Policy, Assistznt to the
President for Economic Policy, and Assistant to the Presijent Zsox
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2

Intergovernmental Affzirs. The Vice President may aliso invite
the Chairman of the Federal Energy Regqulatory Commission to
participate. The Vice President may invite the participation
of the Secretary of State when the work of the Energy Policy
Development Group invelves international affairs and, as
appropriate, other officers of the Federal Government. The
Vice President shall preside at meetings of the Energy Policy
Development Group, shall direct its work, and may establish
subordinate working groups to assist the Energy Policy
Development Group in its work.

2. Mission. The mission of the Energy Policy Development
Group shall be to develop a national energy policy designed

tc help the private sector, and as necessary and appropriate
Federsl, -State, and local governments, promote dependable,
affordable, and environmentally sound production and distribu-
ticn of energy. 1In carrying out this mission, the Energy Policy
Development Group's functions shall be to gather information,
deliberate, and, as specified in this memorandum, make recom-
mendations to the President. Its activities shall not supplant
the authority and responsibility of State and local governments
for handling enexrgy production, purchase, and distribution :

3. Reoorts. The Energy Policy Development Group should submit
reports to me as follows: (a) in the near-term, an assessment

of the difficulties experienced by the private sector, and

State andé local govermments in ensuring that local and regiocnal
energy needs are met, and (b} as soon thereafter as practicable,
2 report setting forth a recommended natioral energy policy
designed to help the private sector, and as necessary and
arpropriate State and local governments, promcte dependable,
gifordabie, and environmentally sound production and distribution
of energy for the future. The recommended national energy policy
should take into consideration, among other things, (i) the
growing demand for energy, loczlly, regionally, and nationally,
in the United States and in the world, (ii) the potential for
i1ccel, regional, or nationzl disruptions in energy supplies or
distribution, and (iii) the need for responsible policies to
protect the environment and- promote conservation, and (iv) the
nead for modernization of energy generation, supply, and
trznsumission infrastructure.

4. Furding. The Department of Energy shall, to the maximutm
extent permitted by law and ccnsistent with the need for funding
dectsrmined by the Vice President after consultation with the
Secrztary of Energy, make funds appropriated to the Department
ci Energy available tc pay the costs of personnel to suppcrt

the activities of the Energy Policy Development Grouc. If a
situzstion arises in which Department of Energy appropriscions
a~e pot aveilable for a cat=gory of expernses of the Energy
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Policy Development Group, the Vice President or his designee
should submit to me a proposal fcr use, consistent with appli-
cable law, of the minimum necessary portion of any appropriation
available to the President to meet the unanticipated need. The
Vice President may also obtain, through the Assistant to the
President for Economic Policy, such assistance from the Naticnal
Economic Council staff as .the Vice President deems necessary.

S. Termination. The Energy Policy Development Group shall
terminate no later than the end of fiscal year 2001.

cc: Secretary of State -
Chairman, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

DOE011-0137
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Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585

August 10, 2001 N

Mr. Jim Wells

Director

Natural Resources and Environment
United States General Accounting Office
441 G St., N.W.

Room 2T23

Washington, DC 20548

Dear Mr. Wells:

This 1s in response to the “Follow-up Questons For DOE,” dated July 25, 2001,
regarding the General Accounting Office’s review of the development of the
National Energy Policy. In a2 meeting with GAO representatives on July 23,
2001, DOE employess provided oral answers to a pumber of the questions,
specificallv, all questions in categones I and 3, question 2 of category 5, and
questions 1, 2, and 3 of category 6. GAO representatives stated, in the meeting,
that written responses need not be supplied for these questions. Enclosed are
answers to the rematung “Follow-up Questions.”

Sincerely,

Gt et
Margot H. Anderson
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Policy
Office of Policy and Internanonal Affairs

@ Panted with soy ik on reCycied paoer 5733

DOE011-0138



2. Please clarify the membership and employment status of DOE personne! serving or the
NEFDG support group. \

. Information we received from the Office of the Vice President on May 4, 200! indicates
that Mr. Lundquist and Ms. Knutson were employed as DOE consultants jor ! and 2
weeks during Feb. 2001. If this is correct, should they be considered full-time employees
during this ime?

The Office of Human Resources Management, MA-3, advises that Andrew Lundquist was
employed by the Department of Energy on a full-time basis as a consultant from February 1,
2001 to February 12, 2001, and Karen Knutson .was employed on 2 full-time basis as a
consultant from February 7, 2001 until February 12, 2001. These individuals were appointed as
Federal employees under the authority of 5 U.S.C. § 3109 and section 623 of the Department of
Enpergy Organization Act (Pub. L. No. 95-91) to appoint experts and consultants. Each
employee’s consultant appointment was converted to a imited term Semor Executive Service
position on February 12, 2001.

. Four of the individuals that DOE indicates were on the support staff were hired after the
NEPDG was created. Were these individuals specifically to work with the NEPDG, as
their employment dates suggest?

As Joseph Kelliher, Office of the Secretary, stated in the follow-up mecting on July 23, 2001,
since these individuals were hired at the start of the new administration, no conclusions should
be drawn that they were hired specifically to work with the NEPDG; in Mr. Kelliher’s view,
these individuals would probably have been employed by DOE whether or not they were
assigned to work on the NEPDG support staff. Unless extended, the NEPDG would terminate
no later than the end of fiscal year 2001, pursuant to the President’s memorandum of January 29,
2001. Mr. Kelliber notes that the NEPDG will remain in existence until the ead. The Office of
Human Resources Management advises that four DOE personnel continue to serve on detail to
the NEPDG suppon staff, specifically Andrew Lundquist, Karen Knutson, Kjersten Scott
Drager, and Charles Smith. Elena Subio Melchert returned to the Office of Fossil Energy, DOE,
on June 4, 2001. James Thomas Sims terminated his employment with the Department of
Energy on May 25, 2001.

. ‘The Office of the Vice President’s information identifies 3 additional individuals as
associated with the support group (John Fenzel, Tom Nayak, and Fran Norris). Are they
also DOE employees?

The Office of Human Resources Management advises that John Fenzel, Tom Nayak and Fran
Norris are not employed by the Department of Energy.

. We believe one of the support staff is a White House fellow. Who is that individual, what

is his‘her parent agency, and should this person should [sic] be considered a DOE
employee? ’

DOE011-0139
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The Office of Hunan Resources Management, DOE, advises that none of the individuals
emploved bv DOE and detailed to the NEPDG support staff are White House F{llows.

4. Please provide additional mfonnanon on DOE s process for developing input to the NEPDG
and relared documentation.

. At our June 8 Entrance Meeting, you indicated that DOE s Office of Policy conducted a
telephone survey. In yowr response, you state that DOE’s Office of Policy contacted
several environmental groups t discuss policy options. Please idenrify which
organizations were coniacted, when they were contacted and whether it was by phone,
email, or in a meering, and when the contacts occurred. Also, provide copies of emails
or memos documenting the contacts.

In discussion of this question in the follow-up meeting of July 25, 2001, GAO representatives
stated that a general description of the types of contacts made would be sufficient to answer this |
question. Margot Anderson, Deputy Assistant Secretary, Office of Policy and International
Affairs, provides the following information in response to this question.

Beginning March 21, 2001, staff from the former Office of Policy contacted environmental and
energy efficiency non-governmental organizations (NGOs). The contacts were made by
telephope. In several instances, messages were left. Not all attempts at contact resulted in
replies. Successful contacts and at least one substantive discussion was held with each of the
following NGOs during the last 10 davs of March, 2001.

Alliance to Save Energy

Environmental Defense

American Council for an Energy Efficient Economy
Sierra Club

Resources for the Future

World Resources Institute

World Wildhife Fund

Greenpeace

Association for Wind Energy

Tellus Institute

Not all organizations were responsive. Severa} did not return our phone calls and messages. We
asked ecach organization for policy suggestions that might be considered for inclusion in the
national plan directed toward energy supply, conservation, or efficiency. It was made clear in
the course of discussion that we could not guarantee inclusion. but onlv consideration.

In general, we encountered a lack of responsiveness 1o the offer to submit ideas for NEP

consxderanon reflected in the paucity of callbacks and the occasional response of “check our
web site.’

DOE011-0140
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- To develop NEP chapters and recommendations, DOE officials conducted a signijicant
amount of work via email and telephone. Please provide examples of emails that
illustrate the major types of exchanges among DOE officials.

Examples of emails that illustrate the types of exchanges between DOE officials with regard to
the development of NEP chapters and recommendations are attached. Since, in the July 25,
2001, mesting, GAO representatives clanfied that the review focuses on the procedure for
development of the NEP, the attachments do not include documents related to substantive policy
1ssues and deliberative processes.

5. Please pro{/z'de addirional details concerning the Secretary's meeting on energy policy.
- The Secretary held 7 short meetings between March 14, 2001 and April 26, 200! with

non-Federal officials during which energy policy issues were discussed. Please identify
the position within the department of DOE officials attending these meetings.

Kolevar, Kevin Senior Policy Advisor, Office of the Secretary

Magwood. Bill Director, Office of Nuclear Energy, Science and Technology

Barrett, Lake Deputy Director, Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste
Management

Longsworth, Paul Senior Policy Advisor, Office of the Secretary

‘Whatlev, Michael Special Assistant, (served as Acang Director), Office of
Congressional and Intergovernmental Affairs

Kelhber, Joe Consultant (now Senior Policy Advisor), Office of the Secretary

McCutcheon, John White House Liatson and Senior Advisor, Office of the Secretary

McSlarrow, Kyle Chaef of Staff, Office of the Secretary

Felner, Craig Special Assistant, Office of Management and Administration

. Of these 7 meetings, White House officials atrended only the April 25, 2001 meeting with

“Coal Producers.” Why did the White House Officials attend this meeting? Who were
the coal producers atiending the meeting?

John McCutcheon, DOE White House Liaison and Senior Advisor, states that White House
officials anended this meeting because it was organized by the White House. The meeting was
held in the auditorium of the Old Executive Office Building. The Department did not establish
the list of invitees to this event and Mr. McCutcheon does not know which coal producers
attended the meeting.

6. Is additional daia available on the costis (direct and indirect) of developing the NEP?

. Please provide esfimate of salary for the NEPDG support staff and the 2 principal
agency contacts 10 the support group (J. Kelliher and M. Anderson).

In the meeting of July 25, 2001, GAO representatives clarified that salary information should be
provided for the period January 29, 200! through May 16, 2001. The Office of the Chief
Financial Officer provides the following salary information for this period for the individuals
listed.

DOE011-0141
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Joseph Kelliher: $38,350.40

Margot Anderson: $40,358.40
Andrew Lundquist: $39,247.50 L
Karen Knutson: $37,319.60
Kjersten Drager; $10,808.96
Charles Smith: $33,228.80
Elena Subia Melchen: $26,726.40
James T. Sims: $13,303.60

7. Please explain the relationship between the NEP and earlier bi-annual reporis on narional
energy strategy.

. Section 801 of the DOE Organizarion Act requires the administration to prepare a
proposed National Energy Strategy report every two years and submir the proposed
strategy to Congress. The latest NES was due on April 1, 2001. Was such a report
‘prepared? Was i1 submirted 10 the Congress?

. Is a FY 2001 NES report begin prepared? If it is, what is its starus and when does DOE
expect to issue it?

. In DOE s view, does completion of the NEPDG report constitute compliance with section

8017 Please explain.

. If the NEP does not substitute for the required repori, why did the NEPDG decide to
issue a separate NEP? Please explain.

. Has the President delegated the responsibility for preparing the report required by
section 801 to DOE, or to any other agency or oﬂiaal? Please supply a copy of the
delegation(s), if applicable.

. Have DOE personnel had any discussions, either internally or with anvone owiside DOE,
regrading the report required under section 801 for FY 2001, including but nor limired 1o
discussions addressing the relationship berween the NEDDG [sic] report and the report
under section 8017

- If completion of the NEPDG report does not constitute compliance with section 801, to
what extenr will the report be used in developing the reguired report under section 8017

The requirement of section 801 of the Department of Energy Organization Act (Pub. L. No. 95-
91) that the President submit to Congress a proposed National Energy Policy Plan on a biennial
basis was eliminated effective May 15, 2000, pursuant to section 3003 of the Federal Reports
Elimination and Sunset Act of 1995 (Pub. L. No. 104-66) and section 236 of Appendix E of the
Consolidated Appropriations Act, Fiscal Year 2000 (Pub L. No. 106-113). Therefore, there was
no statutory requirement to subrnit this Plan to Congress on April 1, 2001, oron May 17, 2001,
when the National Energy Policy was issued.
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Anderson, Margot

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: : Friday, April 20, 2001 5:37 PM é

To: Zimmerman, MaryBeth; Carter, Douglas; Braitsch, Jay; Melchert, Eiena; Cook. Trevor:
‘ikstier@bga.gov'; Conti, John; Friedrichs, Mark; Breed, William; Whatley, Michael; Scalingi,

Pauia; Kelliher, Joseph
Cc: Haspel, Abe; Kripowicz. Robert; Magwood. William; PETTIS, LARRY

Subject: } Important; NEP Status Repori.

All,

My contacts in each of the DOE offices are (these are the folks | interact with ¢n chapters and questions):
OSLZ - Uoe Kelliher

FE - Jay Braitscn.

ElA - Andy Kydes

NE - Trevor Cecok

EZ - MaryBeth Zimmerman

SO - Paula Scalingi

Ci - Michael Whatley
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Anderson, Manﬂt

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Wednesday, April 25, 2001 2:48 FM

To: Zimmerman, MaryBeth; York, Michael; Beschen, Darrell
Cc: Friedrichs, Mark

Subject: RE: List of energy efficiency examples/indicators

FYI: Mark's request came out of today’s NEP meeting. | was hoping someone from EE would be there but | undersiand
confiicts (! looped MB and Darrel - I't add Michael to my list). As | told the group tocay, we are likely 10 get assignments
every day as the editing :eam progresses. I'll let folks know by the end of the day if we need to meet the next day. Thanks.

Margot
—-0riginal Message——
From: Fredrichs, Mark
Sentz Wednesday, Apni 25, 2001 2:27 PM
To: Zmmerman, MaryBeth; York, Michael
Ce: Angerson, Margot
Subject: Ust of energy efficency examples/indicators

Importance: High

Scrry, | sent it by accident. Now it has the atachment.

Mark O. Friedrichs (PO-2)
Policy Ctfice

U.S. Deoartment of Znergy
Yashingren, D.C. 20585
202-586-0124

Fax: 202-286-3047
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Anderson, Margot

From:
Sent:
TJo:

Cc:
Subject:

Anderson, Margot

Thursday, March 22, 2001 6:06 PM .
Conti, Johr; Haspel, Abe; Zimmerman, MaryBeth; Lockwood, Andrea; Breed, William;

KYDES, ANDY; Whatley, Michae!; Carter, Douglas; Braitsch, Jay; Melchert, Elena; Cook,
Trevor; Bresd, William; ‘jkstier@bpa.gov’; York, Michael; Freitas, Christopher; Friedrichs,
Mark; Pumphrey, David; Kotevar, Kevin

Kelliher, Joseph

NEP Update, Thursday 3/22

All {Joe K. - you can use for meeting tomorrow).

Thank yecu all very much!

Margot
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Anderson, Margot

From:
Sent:
To:

—~
Loy

Subject: .

All,

As we discussed:

Anderson, Margot

Monday, February 19, 2001 11:46 AM

Scalingi, Faula; PSTTIS, LARRY; KENDELL, JAMES; Cook, Trevor, Zimmemman, MawEem;
Sullivan, John; ;kmer@bpa gov'; Knoownz. Rcbert

Keiliher, Josenh

NEO fles

Review Joe's revised outline for the energy situation peice.

Review the “regional” twapager. This peice has been ediied once (edits are in blue) but will need to be organized by region
(currently organized oil, gas, etc. ) . .

Please make it abvicus where your edits are so | can cut and paste. Thanks.

secl 1 h.CCC regongl ettecss with

it 0o...
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Anderson, Marggt

From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Monday, February 28, 2001 1:47 PM
To:
Ce: : . Breed, William; Mariay, Robert
Subiject: FW: new draft
All,
Margot
——Criginal Message—-
From: Kelher, josenh
Sent Maongay, February 26, 2001 1:26 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject new draft

Sorry. 1 just realized | never sent it to you

ses>.J.doc secTeg:.doc

DOED11-0148

Caok, TFrevor; Scalingi, Paula: PETTIS, LARRY:; KENDELL, JAMES: Zimmerman, MaryBeth:
Suilivan, John; ‘jkstier @ bpa.gov'; Kripowicz, Robert, Haspel, Abe; Magwood., William:
kstier@bpa.gov’; Whatley, Michael; Braiisch, Jay; Conti, John; Carter, Douglas; KYDES,
ANDY; Pumphrey, David; Hart, James
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Anderson, Margot

From: : Anderson, Margot
Sent Saturday, March 24, 2001 10:41 AM
To: Conti, John; Haspel, Abe; Zimmerman, MaryBeth: Lockwood, Andrea; Breed. William;

KYDES, ANDY; Whatley, Michael; Carter, Douglas; Braitsch, Jay: Meichert, Elena; Caok,
Trevor: Breed, William; ‘kstier@bpa.gov'; York, Michael; Fretas, Christopher; Fredrichs,
Mark: Pumphrey, David; Kolevar, Kevin

Cc: Kelliner, Joseph .

Subject: Chapter 8 (Increased production of U.S. Energy Resources).

Chapter 8 (lnéreased production of U.S. Energy Resources).

Task Force Charlie: This can go out to other Agencies for review. Includes comments from meeting on 2/21.

ch B march 24.doc chapter § graphics,
" March 24p...
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Anderson, Margot

From:
Sent:
To:.

Subject:

All,

Ancerson, Margot

Friday, February 16, 2001 2:14 PM

PETTIS, LARRY:; Kripowicz, Robert; Porter, Robert; Haspel, Abe; Sullivan, John; Zimmerman,
MaryBeth; Magwood, William; Pumphrey, David; Hart, James; Scalingi, Paula; Whatley,
Michae!; jkstier@bpa.gov' .

NEP drait progress and Monday meeting

As drafts rell in (I've contacted most of you), | will combine and send out (by 6:00). We will be meeting Monday (2/19) at
10:00 to go over the NEP draft. We have to meet in PO's conference room (7B-040) so we don't have 1o go through the
OSEC guards on a holiday (requires a list and pre-notification).

If you are gone by 6:00 and can't access your DOE e-mail from home, leave me a fax number.

Again, only sending to primary points of contact, not sub-saction authors.

Margot
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Anderson, Margot

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2001 2:25 PM

To: Braitsch, Jay; Zimmerman, MaryBeth; Freitas, Christopher
Subject: update nesded some time today

All,

Can | get an update on chapters 7, 8, and 9 before you leave today? Thanks.

Margot

DOEOD11-0151
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Williams, Ronald L

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

——0riginal Message——

Kelliiher, Joseph

Wednesday, February 28, 2001 6:52 PM
Anderson, Margot

RE: need a reaction

From: + Anderson, Margot
Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2001 6:47 PM
To: Kelliher, Joseph
Subject: need a reaction
Joe,

Please react to this comments (from Tracy Terry) on the capacity margin number I asked you about..

DOE011-0155
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Williams, Ronald L

From: Kelliher, Joseph
Sent: Wednesday. February 28, 2001 6:58 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: RE: need a reaction
—-Original Message-—

From: *Anderson, Margot

Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2001 6:57 PM

To: Kelliher, Joseph

_Subject: RE: need a reaction

——Ungindl Message—
From: Keliiher, Joseph
Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2001 6:52 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: RE: need a reaction

---~-Origina! Message---—

From:
Sent:

Anderson, Margot
Wednesday, February 28, 2001 6:47 PM

To: Kelliher, Joseph

Subject:

Joe,

need a reaction

Please react to this comments (from Tracy Terry) on the capacity margin number I asked you

about..
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Williams, Ronald L

From: Kelliher, Joseph

Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2001 7:09 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: need a reaction

——0riginal Message-—-

From: Anderson, Margot .
Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2001 7:06 PM
Yo: Kelliher, Joseph

Subject: RE: need a reaction

—Original Message—
From:  Kelliher, Joseph
Sent:  Wednesday, February 268, 2001 6:58 PM
TJo: Anderson, Margot
Subject: RE: need a reaction

——0riginat Message-—

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: ‘ Wednesday, February 28, 2001 6:57 PM
To: Kelliher, Joseph

Subject: RE: need a reaction

----Original Message-—

From: Kelliber, Joseph

Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2001 6:52 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: need a reaction

-—-Original Message—

From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2001 6:47 PM
To: Kelliher, Joseph
Subject: need 3 reaction
Joe,

Please react to this comments (from Tracy Terry) on the capacity margin number [
asked you about..
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Williams, Ronald L

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Here is a hvdro insert

hydrol.doc

Kelliher, Joseph

Wednesday, February 28, 2001 8:14 PM
Anderson, Margot

hydro

DOE011-0159
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Williams, Ronald L

From: Kelliher, Joseph

Sent: : Wednesday, February 28, 2001 10:12 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: at last

Excellent work. Go home. | will take at look at it tonight and early tomorrow. Maybe we can sit down at 8 tomorrow and
finish up. Does that work for you? | will send you some suggestions on *das map” in awhile.

~—Original Message—--

From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2001 10:08 PM
To: Kelliher, Joseph

Subject: at last

<< File: seci.6.doc >>

——
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Williams, Ronald L t\B) D/

From: Kelliher, Joseph -~ b
Sent: . Wednesday, February 28, 2001 10:17 PM k (/
To: Anderson, Margot \/
Subject: RE: atlast

I have an 11 on the Hill. Otherwise should be here all day. Keep your appointment and will meet afterwards, maybe after
my 11 if necessary. Thanks a lot.

——Original Message—-
From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2001 10:15 PM

A
Jo: Kelliher, Joseph i
(-] er, Josep C@ ) k,g)

Subject: RE: at last

| actually have My opinion is
. Are you
around at 10:30 or so?

—~——-Qriginal Message-—
From: Kelliher, Joseph
Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2001 10:12 PM
TJo: Anderson, Margot
Subject: RE: at last

Excellent work. Go home. | will take at look at it tonight and earty tomorrow. Maybe we can sit down at 9
tomorrow and finish up. Does that work for you? | will send you some suggestians on “das map” in awhile.

--—-Original Message—-—

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2001 10:08 PM
Ta: Kelliher, Joseph

Subject: at last

<< File: sec1.6.doc >>

Y
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Williams, Ronald L

b))

From: Kelliher, Joseph
Sent: : Thursday, March 01, 2001 2:21 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: EPA comments on Chapter 3
&) \
tmp.htm chap3comments.3101.wpd

Fyi

—0Original Message—

From: Symons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov%intemnet
[mailto:Symons.Jeremy@eparmail.epa.gov)

Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2001 1:24 PM

To: Kelliher, Joseph

Subject: Chapter 3 comments/edits

Hi, Joe.

Jeremy

Jeremy Symons

EPA, Office of Air and Radiation
(202) 564-9301

Fax: (202) 501-0394

DOEO11-0179

5774



Hi. Joe.

Jeremy

T T e e e e e e

Jeremy Symons

EPA, Office of Air and Radiation
(202) 564-9301

Fax: (202)501-0394

file://CA\WINDOWS\TEMP\tmp.htm

Page 1 011
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Williams, Ronaid L

From: Joseph Glauber [Joseph.Glauber@usda.gov]
Sent: . Wednesday, March 21, 2001 1:35 PM

To: Anderson, Margot '

Cc: Keith.Collins@usda.gov%internet

Subject: Re: help

Sensitivity: Personal

secenerg.wpd
Margot

J

Joe Glauber

Office of the Chief Economist
U.S. Department of Agriculture
Room 112A Whitten Building
1400 Independence Ave., SW
‘Washingten, DC 20250-3810
tel 202 720-6185

fax 202 690-4915

>>> Margot. Anderson@hq.doe.gov@inter2 03/21/01 01:05PM >>>
Joe,

Margot
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Williams, Ronald L

From: Kelliher, Joseph

Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2001 3:51 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: interior
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Tripodi, Cathy

From: Kelliher, Joseph

Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2001 8:15 PM
To: Tripodi, Cathy

Subject: FW: Extracted Bluebook Pages

Extracted Bluebook
Pages.doc

—
¥ I

Pages from
Bluebk01.pdf

]
bluebk(1.ds

Predecisicnal:

----- Original Message-----
From: Geraldine.Gerardi@do.treas.goviinternet
[mailto:Geraldine.Gerardi@do.treas.gov)

Sent: Thursday, April 19, 2001 10:46 AM
To: Keillher, Joseph

Subject: FW: Extracted Bluebook Pages

> mmme- Cr:cinal Message-----

Russo, Karl

Thursday, April 19, 2001 10:33 AM

» di, Geraidinc

> Extracted Bluebook Pages
>

> Here are the pages 1in Word and PDF.
-z <

> tne revenue table. The PDF contains everything.
>

> Kerl

>

> «<<Exiréited Bluebook Pages.doc>>

> <<zlu=Dkll.xls>>

draft NEP recommendations

The Excel file is Read-only and

<<Pages from Bluebk0Ol.pdf>>
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(06 }Nmiams, Ronald L (b/ {J’)

From: Kelliher, Joseph

Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2001 3:01 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: califomia electricity demand

—--Original Message—-

From: - Anderson, Margot

Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2001 2:59 PM
"To: Kelliher, Joseph

Subject: FW: california electricity demand
Joe,

Margot

——-Qriginal Message—-

From: Terry, Tracy

Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2001 2:59 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: california electricity demand
Tracy

<< File: cal elec demand.xIs >>
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Williams, Ronald L

()i

From: KONDIS, PAUL

Sent: : Thursday, March 01, 2001 9:37 PM

To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: graphics request for NEP
NEP1.PPT

—-—-Original Message—-—

From: Margot Anderson_at HQ-EXCH at X400PO
Sent:  Thursday, March 01, 2001 12:34 PM

To: Kondis, Paul

Cc: Kydes, Andy

Subject:  graphics request for NEP

I'd like to have 6 graphics edited.
Paul,

Thanks!

Margot << File: TOBEUPDA PPT >>

DOE011-0190
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Williams, Ronald L

From: ' Kelliner, Joseph

Sent: Friday, March 02, 2001 8:18 AM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: interim report

importance: High

—Original Message-——

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2001 11:39 PM

TJo: ‘Andrew_D._Lundquist@ovp.eop.gov’; John_Fenzel@ovp.eop.gov’; ‘kjersten_s._drager@ovp.eop.gov'; ‘jkellihers@aol.com.’;
Kettiher, Joseph

Subject: interim report

All,

Okay, my Powerpoint just'died so this is a qood time to quit. Got in all but 2 Agency edits (which were not crucial) and
many of the editor's good comments on,

New Regional map, too.
Graphics finished (except one small detail that we are working on).

Spoke with DOE production folks and we will be good to go in a.m.

5790
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We need some proo

Margot

<< File: sec1.8.do

f readers, please. |amsure | missed stuff.

¢ >> << File: interim repont graphs.PPT >> << File: re

gional map fof interim report.ppt >>

DOED11-0196
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Williams, Ronald L

(5)G)

From: ' Kelfiher, Joseph
Sent: Friday, March 02, 2001 8:49 AM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: RE: interim report
[ 3 } 5 ‘X ,‘/
I AN
——Original Message—
From: Anderson, Margot - -
Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2001 11:39 PM '
To: ‘Andrew_D._Lundquist@®ovp.eop.gov’; 'John_| Fenze!@ovpeooow ‘kjersten_s._drager@ovp.eop.gov’}’ , 5 _
Keltiher, Joseph
Subject: interim report

Al

Okay, my Powerpoint just died so this is a good time to quil Got in ali but 2 Agency edits (which were not crucial) and
many of the editor’'s good comments on clarity, etc.

New Recional map, too.

Graphics finished (except one smali detail that we are working on).

Spoke with DOE productic;n folks and we will be good togo ina.m.

We need some proof readers, please. | am sure | missed stuff. (And, yes Alaskan oil production peakied in 1388).

Margot

<< File: sec1.8.doc >> << File: interim report graphs PPT >> << File: regional map for interim report.ppt >>

5792
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Williams, Ronaid L . (B)A)

From: KONDIS, PAUL

Sent: Friday, March 02, 2001 12:48 PM

To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: graphics request for NEP
PER.PPT

——QOriginal Message—

From: Margot Anderson_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO
Sent.  Thursday, March 01, 2001 10:52 PM

To: Kondis, Paul

Subject:  RE: graphics request for NEP

Thank you so very much. Do not worry about the prices graph. But if you have
the energy use per...I'l! take it

——0Original Message--—

From: KONDIS, PAUL

Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2061 9:37 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: graphics request for NEP

-——-0Original Message-—

From: Margot Anderson_atl_HQ-EXCH al X400P0O
Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2001 12:34 PM

To: Kondis, Paul

Cc:  Kydes.-Andy

Subject:  graphics request for NEP

I'd like to have 6 graphics edited.
Paul.

Andy said he'd be giving you a heads up. Can you make the following changes
in the attached graphics (note that titles might change ans we chage the
graphic period.

5793
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Thanks!

Margot << File: TOBEUPDA.PPT >>
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(¥ ™
Williams, Ronald L

~

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

&)

tmp.htm

| promised to get back to you first thing this morming on two issues:

Thanks.

Symons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov%internet [Symons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov}

Friday, March 02, 2001 10:08 AM
Kelliher, Joseph; Anderson, Margot

Karen_Y._Knutson@OVP.EOP.Gov%internet; Brown.Ellen@epamail.epa. gov%mternet

Follow up items discussed yesterday

Joe and Margot —

Jeremy Symons

EPA, Office of Air and Radiation

(202) 564-9301
Fax: (202) 501-0394

DOE011-0202
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rage t ot 4
. k/‘) !\_.:__.
Joe and Margot ---

| promised to get back to you first thing this morning on two issues:

T e e e e e —————— el

Jeremy Symons

EPA, Otfice of Air.and Radiation
(202) 564.9301

Fax: (202) 501-0394

file://C\WINDOWS\TEMP\tmp htm 7/251’7 9 8
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G¥ |
Williams, Ronald L @)(‘T/

From: KONDIS, PAUL

Sent: : Friday, March 02, 2001 2:42 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: graphics request for NEP

PERPPT
' | hope that you got the previous message | sent, as it is now
after 10:30.
If not, | apologize profusely, as it was ready hours ago, and !
thought I sent it, but maybe | didn't.

——0Qriginal Message-—-

From: Margot Anderson_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO
Sent:  Friday, March 02, 2001 9:49 AM

To: Kondis, Paul

Subject: RE: graphics request for NEP

Paul.
Car | get the graphic (only need the use per capita one)by 10:30?

Margot

~——-Original Message—-

From: KONDIS, PAUL

Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2001 9:37 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: graphics request for NEP

———Original Message-—-

From: Margot Anderson_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO
Sent:  Thursday, March 01, 2001 12:34 PM

To: Kondis, Paul

Cc:  Kydes, Andy

Subject:  graphics request for NEP

. Paul,

Andy said he'd be giving you a heads up. Can you make the fdllowing changes
in the attached graphics {note that tities might change ans we chage the
graphic penod.

5799
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Thanks!

Margot << File: TOBEUPDA PPT >>

DOE011-0205
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Tripodi, Cathy

From: ) Kelliher, Joseph

Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2001 9:22 PM

To: Tripodi, Cathy

Subject: FW: comments/revisions to EPA NSR background document
Importance: High

Predecisional: draft NEP recommendation

——Qriginal Message—---

From: Vernet, Jean

Sent: Tuesday, April 17, 2001 10:57 AM

To: Kettiher, Joseph

Cc Angerson, Margot; Conti, John; Carter, Douglas
Subject: comments/revisians to EPA NSR background doousment
Importance: High

Joe,

The piece provided refers to the latest versions of NEP sections and recommendations | have not seen.
Jean .

Jean E. Vernet

Office of Policy. PO-21
U.S. Depantment of Energy
202.586.4755

fax 202.586.5391

W

nsr back 4-16rev
redline.wpad

5802
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(Df (\.ook. Trevor

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

made a correction in citation No. 58, shown in red and strikethrough.

i ]

NE - Ctauons CHI goc

Cook. Trevor

Monday, May 07, 2001 3:30 PM
Anderson, Margot

found an error,...

DOEO011-0208
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w,\ Cook, Trevor

From: Cook, Trevor

Sent: Monday, Mey 07, 2001 3:26 PM

To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: an additional fact not checked on friday

its in bright pink... the only pink text in the file. No. 73.

~

Cuaton Check - NE -
CH 5.00c

5810
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(DG\ Eook, Trevor

From: Cook, Trevor

Sent: Monday, May 07, 2001 3:14 PM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: here is one citation

NE nput CniCraions

Neeced as

5817
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(Oﬁ) Cook, Trevor
J’ From: Cook. Trevor
Sent: Friday, May 04, 2001 2:42 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: RE: 1 am at Germantown today. 3-7046

Jay sent me the 5 page list, | am working the nuclear part now.

TLC
—-0riginal Message-----
From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Fnday, May 04, 2001 2:33 PM
To: " Cook, Trevor
Subject: RE: I am at Germantown today, 3-7046

It may not help. Almost no time to even figure out what o do but stay luned in case we need to call you.

--—-0nginal Message---—
From:  Cook, Trevor

Sent:  Friday, May 04, 2001 2:31 PM

TJo: * Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: | am at Germantown today, 3-7046

no, but | can panticipate electronically

Trev.
-~--0Original Message-----
from: Angerson, Margot
Sent: Friday, May 04, 2001 2:29 PM

To: Cook, Trevor

Subject: RE: ] am at Germantown today, 3-7046

can you fly down?

..... Ongina! Message--—---

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Cook, Trevor

Fricay, May 04, 200: 2:28 PM
Anderson, Margot

1 am at Germantown today. 3-7046

----- Oniging: Message-----

From:
Sent:
To:

Ce:
Subject:

Al

Angerson, Margot

Friday, May 04, 2001 2:25 PM

Braitsch, Jay: Canter, Douglas; Cook, Trevor. Magwood, Willam: Zmmerman, MaryBetr. KYDES, ANDY,
Breed, Wiillam; Conts, John

Knipowicz, Robert; Haspel, Abe; PETTIS, LARRY; Kellther, Joseph: McSlarmow, Kyte

Urgent , Read me

Let me know if you can attend this meeting

5819
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Williams, Ronald L

From: Symons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov%intemet [Symons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov)
Sent: Friday, March 23, 2001 3:28 PM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: Re: need a source
tmp.htm

Jeremy Symons

EPA, Office of Air and Radiation
(202) 564-8301

Fax: (202)501-0394

—— Forwarded by Jeremy Symons/DC/USEPA/US on 03/23/2001 03:27 PM ~—

Jeff Alson
03/23/2001 02:21 PM

Yo: JohnM HalllDC/USEPA/US@EPA

cc:  James McCargar/AA/USEPAMUS@EPA, Jeremy Symons/DC/USEPAJ/US@EPA
Subject: Re: need a source

John and Jeremy.

Jeff Alson

US EPA Office of Transportation and Air Quality
Phone (734)214-4296

Fax (734) 2144573

Email: alson.jefi@epa.gov

DOE011-0225
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IDU\ Cook, Trevor — b5

From: Cook, Trevor

Sent: Friday, May 04, 2001 2:31 PM

TJo: Andersan, Margot

Subject: RE: | am at Germantown today, 3-7046

no, but | can participate electronically

Trev.
-~--Original Message-—-
From: ~ Anderson, Margot
Sent: Fnday, May 04, 2001 2:29 PM
Jeo: * Cook, Trevor
Subject: RE: 1 am at Germantown today, 3-7046

can you fiy down? '

—--0nginad! Message-----

From: Cook, Trevor

Sent: Fnday, May 04, 2001 2:28 PM ) M
Yo: Anderson, Margot

Subject: | am at Germantown today, 3-7046

-----0nginal Message-—--

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Friday, May 04, 2001 2:25 PM .

To: Bratsch, Jay; Carter, Douglas; Cook, Trevor; Magwood, William; mmenman, MaryBeth; KYDES, ANDY; Breed, william; Cont, John
Cc: Knpowicz, Robert; Haspel, Abe; PETTIS, LARRY; Kelliher, Joseph; McSlarrow, Kyte

Subject: urgent , Read me

Al

Let me know if you can attend this meeting.

- 5821
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(D\q Y Page 1 o!'y

Jeremy Symons

EPA, Office of Air and Radiation
(202) 564-9301

Fax: (202) 501-0394

- Forwarded by Jeremy Symons/DC/USEPA/US on 03/23/200} 03:27 PM .-
Joff Alson
To: JohnM Hail/DC/USEPA/US@EPA

0372372001 02:2) PM cc: James McCargar/AA/USEPA/US@EPA, Jeremy Symons/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
Subject: Re: need a sourceLink

John and Jeremy,

2
Jeff Alson
US EPA Office of Transportation and Air Quality
Phone (734) 214-4296
Fax (734) 214-4573
Email: alson.jeff@epa.gov
file://C:\WINDOWS\TEMP\tmp.him ' 8/2/6 822
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Williams, Ronald L

From: KYDES, ANDY

Sent: : Friday, March 23, 2001 6:28 PM

To: Anderson, Margot .
Cc: PETTIS, LARRY: HUTZLER, MARY; O'Donovan, Kevin
Subject: Chapter 6 Fact Check

Margot

Fact changes to Chapter 6.

Otherwise the chapter seemed fine.

Andy

——QOriginal Message-—-

From: Margot Anderson_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO

Sent: Friday. March 23, 2001 2:36 PM

To: Kydes, Andy; John Conti_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO; Andrea
Lockwood_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO; William Breed_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO;
Michael Whatley_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO; Douglas Carter_at_HQ-EXCH at
X400PO0; Jay Braitsch_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO: Elena Meichert_at_HQ-EXCH at
X400PQ; TREVOR COOK_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO; ‘jkstier@bpa.gov'_at_internet
at X400PO; Christopher Freitas_at_HQ-EXCH at X400P0; Mark

FRIEDRICHS _at_HQ-EXCH at X400PQ; David Pumphrey_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO;
Kevin Kolevar_at_HQ-EXCH at X400PO; Abe Haspel_at_HQ-NOTES at X400PO;

MaryBeth Zimmerman_at_HQ-NOTES at X400PO, Michae! York_at_HQ-NOTES at
X400P0O

Cc: Joseph Kelliher_at HQ-EXCH at X400PO
Subject: New NEP chapter

Al

5823
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Margot
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{\U"Cook. Trevor

From: Cook, Trevor

Sent: Friday, May 04, 2001 3:57 PM

TJo: Anderson, Margol; Braitsch, Jay. Magwood, William
Subject: attached is chapter 5 nuke fact check

all nuclear facts in italics, could not find a reference for the very first one, all others covered

]

Ciston Checa - NE -
CH 5.00z.

5825
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Cook, Trevor

From: Cook, Trevor.

Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2001 9:45 AM
To: Anderson, Margot; Carter, Douglas
Ce: Magwood, William

Subject: RE: Going to Press: chapter 3

I drafted the safety stuff, its in review, will have it out in about 10
mins.

Trev. ..

----- Original Message-~----

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2001 8:49 AM

To: Cook, Trevor; Carter, Douglas

Cc: Magwood, William

Subject: Going to Press: chapter 3 - .

Doug and Trevor,

By 12:00 if possible. Thanks.

Margot

————— Orizinal Message---~--

From: Charies_M._ Smith@ovp.eop.goviinternet
{mailto:Craries_M._Smithfovp.eop.gov]

Sent: Mecnday, Aprii 30, 2001 10:25 PM

To: Kelliher, Joseph; Anderson, Margot:
Moss.Jazobleparail.epa.goviinternet;
William bettenberofins.d>oi.goviinternet; Tom fulton@ios.doi.govtinternet
Cc: Kierster._crajereovp.eop.goviinternet;
Andrew_D. Lundquist@ovp.eop.goviinternet;
Karen_Y._Kru:sonfovp.eop.goviinternet
Subject: chapter 3

The following are the remaining open items in the Environment chapter:

5832
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1 need this literally first thing in the am. ~Chapter 3 is to be laid
out :
starting about noon.

Charlie

5833
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]D{?Cook, Trevor
[

From:
Sent:

To:
Cc:
Subj

ect:

Cook, Trevor

Friday, May 04, 2001 4:26 PM
Anderson, Margot; Magwood, William
Braitsch, Jay

chapter 3 ne input...

did not find a specific reference to one item... some of these things are statements of common experience, i.e. they sky is

blue!

@]

NE - CuavoraCmy doc

DOE011-0239
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(\Q—) Cook, Trevor

From: Cook, Trevor

Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2001 10:04 AM
To: Kellther, Joseph; Anderson, Margot
Cc: Magwood, William

Subject: nuclear safety words

attached is a MS word file with the requested text.

v )

nudies- satery.ooc

5841
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Stamos, John

From: Cook, Trevor
Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2001 10:20 AM
To: Stamos, John
Subject: : FW: New NEP chapter
~=-0rigina! Message----
From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Monday, March 26, 2001 12:47 PM .
Teo: Cont, John; Haspel, Abe; Zimmerman, MaryBeth; Lockwood, Andrea; Breed, William; KYDES, ANDY; Whatley, Michael; Carter,

- Douglas; Braitsch, Jay, Melchert, Elend; Cook, Trevor; Breed, William; ‘jkstier@bpa.gov’; York, Michael; Freitas, Christopher;
Friedrichs, Mark; Pumphrey, David; Kolevar, Kevin
Subject: FW: New NEP chapter

Al

is anyone in DOE (EE.FE,NE, EIA, SO, PO) going to provide comments on this? Please let me know if you are and by
when. Thanks.

Margot
-—-0Onginal Message----—
From: Angerson, Margot
Sent: Fngay, March 23, 2001 2:36 PM
To: Cont, John; Haspel, Abe; Zimmerman, MaryBeth; Lockwood, Andrea; Breed, William; KYDES, ANDY; Wnatley, Michael; Carter,

Douglas; Braitsch, Jay; Melchert, Elena; Cook, Trevor; Breed, William; ‘Jkstier@bpa.gov’; York, Michael; Freitas, Chnstopher;
Fnedrichs, Mark; Pumphrey, David; Kolevar, Kevin

Cc: * Kelliher, Joseph
Subject: New NEP chapter
All.

margol

N

eV Cnapter 2-2° wor

5843
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Stamos, John

Yy

Conti, John; Haspel, Abe; Zimmerman, MaryBeth; Lockwood, Andrea; Breed, William; KYDES, ANDY; Whatley, Michadl; Carter,
Douglas; Braitsch, Jay; Meichent, Elena; Cook, Trevor; Breed, William; 'jkster@bpa.gov'; York, Michael; Freitas, Christopher;

From: Cook, Trevor
Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2001 10:15 AM
To: Stamos, John
Subject: FW: NEP chapter §
—--Ociginal Message--—- 1
From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2001 10:53 AM
Jo:
Friedrichs, Mark; Pumphrey, David; Kolevar, Kevin; Paik, Inja
Cc Keiliher, Joseph
Subject: NEP chapter §

i

NEP sec) shon
0305.00c

Margot

DOEO011-0254
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Williams, Ronald L

From: Freitas; Christopher

Sent: . Friday, March 23, 2001 4:03 PM

To: Anderson, Margot

Cc: Johnson, Nancy; Braitsch, Jay; DeHoratiis, Guido
Subjsct: NEP- Chapter 4 environment comments
Importance: High

Sincerely,

Christopher ]. Freitas
Program Manager, Natural Gas Infrastructure
(202) 586-1657 _

Chapter 4-env't 2-21.wpd

5860
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/\\ZStamos, John

From: Cook, Trevor

Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2001 10:18 AM
To: Stamos, John; Stamos, John
Subject: FW: chapter 7

——0Origina! Message-—

From: Anderson, Margot
“Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2001 7:09 PM
Yo: Cont, John; Maspe!, Abe; Zimmerman, MaryBeth; Lockwood, Andrea; Breed, William; KYDES, ANDY; Whatley, Michael; Carter,

- Douglas; Braitsch, Jay; Melchert, Elena; Cook, Trevor; Breed, Willam; ‘jkster@bpa.gov’; York, Michae!; Freitas, Chnstopher;
Friedrichs, Mark; Pumphrey, David; Kolevar, Kevin; Pumphrey, David
Cc: Kefliher, Joseph
Subject: thapter 7

Task Force Charlia,

Please circulate for review. This is a revised chapter 7 with graphics (we'i print out for hand delivery).

DOE - ,
Chapter 7 on renewables. Incorporates comments from interagency process. Please review.

) )

Graphet Captions Renewatie chapier Renewabdies Craprer NG =0, SAs.
Zrl.ooc praphucsien .. Eomed12701 ... 0e0.pot {Rec .

5866
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Williams, Ronald L

LS

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Iimportance:

Chris:

Breed, William

Thursday, March 22, 2001 11:32 AM
Freitas, Christopher

McNutt, Barry; Anderson, Margot
refinery para for Chap 9

High

we noted that there was a blank under ‘oil refineries’, so we thought we should help to fill it in — here is some language to

fill the blank —

L will now look at the rest of the chapter and see if | have any significant comments for you —

If you have any questions, please call me at 6-4763 - Bill

AL d R L ST T T L L L T R T Ly L e Rt T R T T T

Oil Refinenies:

DOE011-0289
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William Breed .

Acting Director, Office of Energy Efficiency.
Alternative Fuels, and Oil Analysis (PO-22)
202-586-4763

5885
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Williams, Ronaid L

From: Freitas, Christopher

Sent: Friday, March 23, 2001 4:10 PM

To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: Chapter 9 - Pie chart graphic on pipeline product movement for oil
importance: High

Margat, FYI see graphics below. Same data in all just different files. More to follow next week.
Sincerely,

Christopher |. Freitas
Program Manager, Natural Gas Infrastructure

(202) 586-1657 .
N W) @]
PieChart.wpd - PieChart.doc PieChart.ppt

5886
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Stamos, John

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

~—Qriginal Message—

Cook, Trevor

Wednesday, April 04, 2001 10:17 AM
Stamos, John

FW: chapter 9

From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 8:53 AM
To: ~ Conb, John; Haspel, Abe; Zimmerman, MaryBeth; Locdkwood, Andrea; Breed, William; KYDES, ANDY; Whatiey, Michadl; Carter,

Douglas; Braitsch, Jay; Melchert, Elena; Cook, Trevor; Breed, William; ‘jkstier@bpa.gav’; York, Michael; Fretas, Chnstopher;

Friedrichs, Mark; Pumphrey, David; Kolevar, Kevin; Pumphrey, David; Scalingi, Pauta

Cc: Kelliher, Joseph
Subject: chapter
All,

Crystal - stilt no luck getting through to Jeff but we much need a BPA review, Can you help?

9y ')

Thanks,

tAargct

B

TA90128 a0c Sacon Valiey . goc wmuvubm K}

DOEO011-0295
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Williams, Ronald L

From: Breed, William

Sent: Friday, March 23, 2001 5:05 PM

TJo: Anderson, Margot

Cc: McNutt, Barry

Subject: RE: NPRA Recommendations on National Energy Policy

After talking with Barry, here are some comments:
Comments on NPRA energy policy ideas (23 MAR 01)

We agree with many of the points they make on the situation in the refining industry.

Witliam Breed
Acting Director, Office of Energy Efficiency,
Alternative Fuels, and Qil Analysis (PO-22)
202-586-4763

~——Qriginal Message-—

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent; Friday, March 23, 2001 11:58 AM

To: Breed, William

Subject: FW: NPRA Recommendations on National Energy Policy

Bill,

Can you ask your crack staff if any of these policy recommendations from NPRA have merit?
Margot

-——0Original Message—- ’

From: Kelliher, Joseph
Sent: Friday, March 23, 2001 9:04 AM

DOEO011-0318
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4‘7\Stamos, John

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Importance:

~--—Qriginal Message—~---

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject
Importance:

Cook, Trevor )

Monday, March 26, 2001 10:54 AM

Stamos, John

FW: These are the remaining placeholders for the nuclear policy initiatives

High

Cook, Trevor

- Friday, March 23, 2001 12:54 PM

Anderson, Margot :
These are the remaining placehoiders for the nudear policy initiatives
High

Thanks for getting these in, we will have full papers on Tuesday, possibly Wednesday, but these convey the gist of our

ideas.

Trevor.

DOE011-0330

5925



q

20

Stamos, John

From: ‘Cook, Trevor.

Sent: Monday, March 26, 2001 9:24 AM

To: Magwood, William

Cc: ‘ Stamos, John _

Subject: FW: Chapter 8 {Increased production of U.S. Energy Resources).
Bill,

irev.

-----Onginal Message—-

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Saturday, March 24, 2001 10:41 AM .
To: Conti, John; Haspel, Abe; Zimmerman, MaryBeth, Lockwood, Andrea; Breed, William; KYDES, ANDY; Whatley, Michael: Carter,

Douglas; Braitsch, Jay; Melchert, Elena; Cook, Trevor; Breed, William; ‘ikstier@bpa.gov’; York, Michael; Freitas, Christopher;

Friedrichs, Mark; Pumphrey, David; Kolevar, Kevin
Cc Kelliher, Joseph
Subject Chapter 8 (Increased production of U.S. Energy Resources).

Chapter 8 (Increased production of U.S. Enerqy Resources).

%)

o B maron 24 coc hapier B graphics,
March 24.p. .

DOEO011-0337
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Subject: Heads up on the National Energy Policy Development for Nuclear

Stamos, John

From: Cook, Trevor

Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2001 12:12 PM
TJo: Magwood, William

Ce: Stamos, John

importance: High

due today or early tomorrow

——0Ongmal Message—--—

From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2001 11:57 AM
Yo: Cook, Trevor
Subject: as we discussed
secf doc

Helpful 10 use redline method if you can/

DOEO011-0356
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/\ To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: NPRA Recommendations on National Energy Policy

Do any of these have merit? Many of the recs are so general is it hard to figure out exactly what the action is.

—0Original Message——

From: Slaughter, Bob [mailto:Bob_Staughter@npradc.org]
Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2001 3:52 PM

To: Kelliher, Joseph

Cc: Anthony, Betty; Sternfels, Urvan

Subject: NPRA Recommendations on National Energy Policy

Joe Kelliher: Attached is a short document which includes NPRA's current
thinking as to what changes in national energy policy are needed to heip the
refining sector.

| would like specifically to highlight three:

One. We believe that the Administration is missing an important opportunity
to improve energy policy by not addressing the onroad diesel sulfur rule.

This rule will have a greater adverse supply impact than any other in the

next five years and should be reviewed. Instead of requinng essentially

100% of onroad diese! output to be reduced from 500 ppm to 15 ppm sulfur by
mid-2006, at a cost of $8 billion, the Administration could move the

required supply date back to 2008-3 and provide a reduction in the diese!
excise tax for 15ppm sulfur diesel sold in advance of the 2008 date. This
couid provide all the necessary supply for new trucks which need the diesel

in 2006-7 {probably only 5% of demand). There are no environmental benefits
from using the new diesel in old truck engines, so the program in its

current form constitutes massive waste, since those trucks aren't a

sufficient force in the market until 2008 at the earliest. This change

will help prevent loss of diesel supply and refinery closures which will

take place under the rule in its current form. The overall benefits of the
program are not reduced. We would like to talk with you more on this.

Two. The EPA's enforcement campaign against U.S. refineries should be
halted and reexamined. As you know, it is impossible 10 build new
refineries, so the industry has had to add capacity at existing siles in an
attempt to maintain an adequate supply of products for consumers in the past
twenty years. Even at that, the industry has been able to keep U.S.
capacity only flat over the past decade, so new demand has been met by
increased imports of refined products. The Browner EPA launched an extensive
and coordinated campaign against the industry, alleging that capacity
additions diring the past twenty years were not appropriately permitted.

This despite the fact that refinery improvements were made with the
knowledge of both state and federal environmenta! agencies and in keeping
with permitting requirements as they were understood at that time. The EPA
has sent section 114 requests, in effect blanket subpoenas, to most

refiners, and many are now facing notices of violation and legal action. A
few have settied because they believe that it is easier to pay a fine, sign

a consen! decree and move forward than resist. All this comes at a time
when federal and state authorities have urged the industry to continue its
herculean efforts to produce product all-out to avoid shortages. EPA's
actions are really nothing more than an attempt to discredit the industry

and collect tribute in the form of fines in order to allow refiners to get

on with their business. We believe that everyone in the industry should i
obey the law, and we believe that they do, often under difficuit /
circumstances. But this activity goes far beyond the pale of reasonable -
enforcement activity and should cease. /

—

2
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. Three. The Unocal patents, recently upheld by a federal court of appeals in

a decision that the Supreme Court let stand, provide no real benefit 1o the

industry or consumers. The huge royalties granted by a California District

Court—- 5.3/4 cents/gallon-are far in excess of the cost of even the

reformulated gasoline program and may well cost consumers over $200 million

per year when implemented. The existence of the payents will increase the

cost of gasoline, reduce supply, and eliminate all of the incentive for

overcompliance with environmental regulations. The patent will also make it

even harder to use ethanol in gasoline where ozone problems exist during the
summer months (e.g. Chicago and Milwaukee). The Administration should study ’
this issue and take steps to put any royalty collections on hold. /
Otherwise, this situation will affect Midwestern and East Coast gasoline

|

The rest of our thinking is attached. Thank you for your call yesterday.
I'm available to discuss these matters with you at any time.

supplies adversely this summer, as it did last year.

Bob Slaughter
NPRA 202.457.0480 x 152; home 202.362.8558

<<natenergypol2.doc>>
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Economic impact of U.S. Freight Railroads

Freight railroads move jusi about everything — from lumber 1o vegeiables, from coal 10
orange juice, from grain 1o automobiles, from chemicals 10 scrap iron — and connect businesses

with each other across the country and with markels overseas. They also contribute billions of
dollars vo the economy through investments, wages, purchases, and taxes.

America’s Freight Railroads Carry...
4 More than 40 percent of the nation’s intercity freight;
’ Approximately 70 percent of vehicles from domestic hxanufacmrers;

4 64 percent of the nation’s coal to coal-fired power plants (coal generates more than 50
/ percent of the nation's electricity);

» Some 40 percent of the nation's grain.
...and Move Tens of Milllons of Tons Every Day

’ Class I railroad freight volume in 1999 was 1.43 uillion ton-miles. U.S. railroads hauled
more than 27 million carloads of freight in 1999, including more than 9.0 million
intermodal trailers and containers. Intermodal volume has nearly wipled since 1980.

4 Class I railroads operated 20,256 locomotives in 1999 which bauled a flect of 1,368,836
freight cars with an aggregate capaciry of 134.4 million tons — an increase of 24 percent
since 1990. It would take three million trucks 1o equal the capaciry of the rail car flcet.

U.S. railroads operated 145,000 routc miles in 1999, cnough 1o circle the globe almost six
timnes.

Raliroads Move Freight at a Lower Cost Than Ever Before

4 On average it costs 28 percent less to move freight by rail now than it did in 1981, and 57

percent less in inflation-adjusted dollars. Thesc rate reductions bave saved American
consumers tens of billions of dollars.

Raliroads Directly Boost the Economy

U.S. freight railroads directly contribute some $13 billion 2 year to the economy in wages
and benefits 1o nearly %QQ,Q_OO_cmpJQx:cs and billions more in purzhases from suppliers.
——

Almost 700,000 redred railroad workers and family members receive $8 billion in
retirement benefits each year. T

In 1999, Class I rﬁHOMS paid $2.3 billion in es, 3379 million in fegeral

incomg, taxes (io addition to incurring $1.3 billion in deferred income tax liability), and
ncarly 5694 milliop in other taxes.

5967
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: America’s Freight Railroads
» Economic Facts-At-A-Glance
®
[ ]
[ ]
» Investing in the Future: Lower Rates Help Rail Customers
» Capital Expenditures 6
) $6.6 blllion
b Se
]
] i 4 Infation-Adjusted 199 Dotiars
) $3.6 billion E
b 2
) § % 9
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) 1 §
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¢ » l
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Association of American Railroads
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ggers Rail Act of 1980, a rail system deteriorates rapidly when railroads are capital-starved.
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Investment: Essential to Railroads and Their Customers

As the U.S. freight railroads well know from their experiences in the years before the

Capital is the lifeblood of the freight rail industry and today, thanks ro infusions of capital and
the massive investment made possible by deregulation, railroads have been reborn. Since 1980."

major freight railroads in the United States have invested more than illion 10 maintain
and improve their infrastructure and equipment, and to create a national|system that is the envy
of the world.

Prior to Deregulation, Rail Investment Was Woetully Deficient

1 4

In the 1970s, railroads simply lacked the ability o invest at adequate levels. Due largely
to stifling regulation. during the 1970s the rail induserv’s rate of return averaged two
percent and rail bankruptcies were commonplace.

In the mid-1970s, 25 percent of the nation’s rail miles Fiad to be operated at reduced
speeds because of dangerous conditions. Congress estimated that, absent meaningful
change, the rail industry’s capital shortfall would approach $20 billion by the mid-1980s..

Deregulation Gave Railroads the Means to Invest

»

’

Association of American Railroads

By gmng railroads the opportunity to cam revenues sufficient to cover thcu’ cost of
operatons, dercgulation sparked an industry wansformation.

AS income increased, so did invesument. Investment led to greater efficiency, sharply
improved safety, beaer service, and dramatrically reduced rates —:.down 57 percent in
real terms from 1981 to 1999.

oday, U.S. freight mailroads > - -
reinvest more ia plant and Class | Caphal Expenditures Per Mile of Road Owned

. [Conatant 1399 Dolisra)
equipment as a percentage of $80,000

l

revscg.gt;s than any other major $70.000 t
rauroad revenues reached $33.5 $e0.000 :
billion in 1999. Of that, $50.000
relronds reverted $6.6 bilion, | 40
or ID.8 percent $30,000

$20,000
CaEital expendimres per mile of | g10,000
road owned were more than $0
$66,000 in 1999, almost 2 %4
times the comparable inflaticn- Source: AAR

adjusted 1983 figure.

DOE011-0374

s SH9



Mayrui-vi

ve lyupm

From-AAR . : 2028382526 T-183 P 05/0f  F-343

Reregulation Would Threaten Rall Investment and the Viability of the Rail System

[ 4

- the entire rail system (wice —

U.S. freight railroeds arc overwhelmingly privately owned and opecrated. Because they
receive no appreciable government funding, they must eam enough vear after year to
- - P | m—
cover the massive spending they require. -
/—‘_—,‘

The industry is committed to expending the resources needed to continue to improve

_service, expand capacity, and offer their customers reasonable rates. But, they would be

unable to do so if reregulation prevented them from caming revenues and attracting the
capital necessary to cover their wtal costs and make the required level of investment.

The cash generated by the rail industry since Staggers has been insvfficient to sustain the

%pgl_i_nz_csgmauim
oads have found it

. Class | Net Funds Avallable For Reinvestment

necessary every year since vs. Capital Expenditres: 1881-1999
1980 to obtain funds from 8
outside sources: from 1981 10 L 14
1999, of the curnulative $81.9 0 $6
billion in capital expenditures, |3 ¢
approximately 64 percent was |2 “
provided from internally- g i
gencrated funds and 36 28
pereent from external capitgl | % %2
providers. Thus, artificial or st

realistic restrictions that 0 :
impede the rail industury's 1881 1984 1987 1990 1983 1896 1899
opportunity to geperate Sourcn: AAR ;

sufficient returns will

compromise its ability to retain and attract the capital it needs to sustain its investment
and operations over the long temm.

. P X ) Estimated Class | Rallroad Capital Needs
an estumated $102 billiop (in. (Billiorss of Constart 1987 Doliars)

1997 dollars) by the year 2020 5200
~— the equivalent of rebuilding

Railroads will have to invest *)

- $162

. o7 $150

sumply 10 maintain their

cnn_w%sh,_gmmnﬁr.iaht

market. This ¢can occur only if |$7100
ads are allowed to

operate under a stable and $50

Limited set of regulatory
constraints.

s !

. N 1837 invastment Base " Capial Nesas
Railroads are far more capital Sawce: AARl . Through Year 2020

intensive than other major

Association of American Railroads Poge 6
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industries. For example, in 1998 (the latest year for which comparable non-railroed data

are available), railroads’ capital

expenditures were equal o Z17 Captal Expenditures
pw ° revex;\_le, cgm as a Percentage of Revenue for
an average of just 3.9 =7 \Various US. Industries: 1998
perceat for all manufacturing L
mdusmes. Al n\aﬂu{ac‘unng 3.9%
e . . Food manufacturing 2.6%
’ Similarly, data for EQprune 500 Wood product manufacturing 3.0%
firms in selected industries that Paper manutacturing 5.5%
are major rail shippers or Chermicals manufacturing 51%
competitors reveal the capital Petroleum & coat products mig 3.7%
intensive nature of railroading. Nonmetallic mineral product mig $.3%
Compared on the basis of ioral | Primary metal product mfp 4.0%
assets required per dollar of Fabricated metal product mig 3.9%
: Machinery manutacturing 3.6%
revenue produced, railroads
. . Computer & slectr. product mig 4.8%
have significantly higher asset Traneportation squipment mf 3.9%
needs — $2,37 of assgys for po equipm ¢
each dollar of revenue Class ) Rallroads 21.7%
produced. Source: U.S. Bursau of the Census, AAR
N
Ratio of Assets to Revenues of
Fortune S00 Firms for Selected Industry Groups: 1
Number Total Total Ratio of
ol Revenues Assets  Assets to
Fims (S Bilions) (3 Billions)  Revenues
Chemicals 15 $114.4 $162.1 1.42
Food 2 178.6 1162 0.65
Forest & Paper Products N 106.3 134.0 126
industrial & Farm Equipment 11 81.2 88.3 1.09
Metals 8 4.2 54.6 1.24
Mining, Crude Oil Production 3 17.0 24686 1.45
Motar Vehicies & Parts 14 4528 634.6 1.40
Raliroads 4 34 93.6
Telacommunications 13 2839.6 638.0 2.20
Trucking 2 8.8 44 0.50
Gas & Electric Utllities 37 266.3 §64.8 2.23
Saurce: Fortune, April 17, 2000

Associanon of American Railroads
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Railroads: Building a Cleaner Envirc:mem
9 S

Investments in new technology and infrassructure have made the railroad industry
environmentally “cleaner and greener” than ever before. Over the past five years alone,

railroads have invested billions of dollars in more than 4,000 locomotives that are more fuel
efficient and environmenially friendly.

Raifroads Are More Environmentally-Friendly Than Other Modes

» The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) estimates that for every ton-mile, &
typical igick emits roughly three times more nitrogen oxides and particulates than 8
locomotve. studics suggest that trucks emit six o 12 times more pollutants per
ton-mile than do railroads, depending upoa the pollutant measured.

According to the American Society of Mechanical Engineers, 2.5 million fewer tons of
carbon diexide would be cmitted into the air annually if 10 percent of intercity freight
now moving by highway were shifted 1o rail.

Railroads are committed to substantial reductions in atmospbecic emissions. They

cndorse an EPA proposal that calls for a 60 percent redyction in nitrogen oxide (NOx)
¢émmissions from locamotives manufactured beginning in 2005.

» According to railroads account for just 7 percent of total transportation-related
Ox emissions and less than S percent of transportation-related particulate emissions,
even though railroads account for 40 percent of the nation’s intercity freight ton-miles.

Railroads Are the Most Fuel-Efficlient Form of Ground Transport

» Railroad fuel efficiency has increased 64 percent since 1980, whea & gallop of diescl fuel

moved & ton of freight an average of 235 miles. In 1999, railroads moved a ton of freight
an average of 386 miles per gallon.

»

If just 10 percent of the freight moved by highway were diverted wo rail, the nation could
save as much as 200 million gall fu .

» On average, railroads are three times more fuel efficient than trucks.

Public Pollecy

» National transpontation policy should recognize the freight railroad advantages ia cnergv

efficiency and pollution abatement.

Association of Amcrican Railroads
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America’s Freight Railroads
Environmental Facts-At-A-Glance

Gains in Railroad Fuel Efficiency Toward a Cleaner Environment
450 . Raliroad Plans to Reduce NOx Emissions

3 80
w 0 -
& 380 § ol 66
L -
3 o 3 2
2 2%0 g 50 ¢
£ g 40 r
: ™ 2 ol
: g
S z X7
c (-3
% so 5 10
14

0 0

1 B 65 & & N K 8 7 %N 1973-2001°  2002-2004  After 2004

Source: AAR . *Clase | engines will be retyofittad to meet propoasd eveis.

Modal Comparisons of
Nitrogen Oxide Emissions

Railroads: The Best Choice
for the Environment

o
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Rail Water Truck Alr o _
| Source. Emaronmental Canada 1004 m oy Conade Orwiceon, Cusvay. J
Association of American Railroads Page 11

5973

DOEQ11-0378



Additional comments by Hamberger not included in bullets:

Railroads and barges comprise the foundation of the domestic coal distribution system,
together handling three-quarters of all coal shipments. Trucks and conveyor systems
generally are used to move coal over shorter distances. Lake camiers and ocean vessels
move large coal shipments over water. Association of American Railroads want to
remove anticompetitive 4.3 cents sales tax railroad and barges pay in legislation: HR1024
and S661. Railroads move more coal than any other commodity and account for 22
percent of total rail freight and more than 40 percent of total Class I freight tonnage
transported.

According to Mr. Edward Hamberger, President of Association of Amenican Railroads,
Class I from 1980 to 2000 ton-miles, the movement of a ton of freight one mile, a
standard freight volume measurement —rose from 919 billion to 1.47 trillion, a 60%
increase. The rail network is used more intensely and far more productively than in the
past, and in some cases running at full track capacity today. For instance, ton-miles per
mile of road owned rose from 5.6 million in 1980 to 14.8 million in 2000 a 165%
increase. Dunng this period of huge traffic expansion, railroads carefully managed their
cost and generated enormous productivity growth 172 % while reducing their operating
costs 41% inflation adjusted basis, but operating revenue declin=d 36%.

As raffic congestion on our highways becomes even more acute and pressure to reduce
emissions, conserve fuel and promote safety continues to increase, railroads are likely to
be called upon to do even more based on their advantages over other modes. The demand
for additional passenger service utilizing freight hines 1s widespread and growing. In
addition to infrastructure capacity, configuration of infrastructure is a cnitical issue in
determining feasibility of running passenger trains on freight-owned tracks. Also
passenger railroad companies should be required to work out a.deal with freight
companies that own the tracks they want to use, the Government should not demand
passenger railroads can use these tracks without such agreements. There are different
engineering and maintenance standards that will have to be addressed if passenger and
freight trains cventually share same tracks, for example curves are different for slower
moving freight trains than faster passenger trains. Unfortunately most knowledgeable
people would agree that most readily attainable gains of companies shanng the cost of
upgrading infrastructure costs have mostly already been made. Gains from this area
going forward are more evolutionary not revolutionary. Government should be willing to

help with upgrading Class I lines. Believes Government should pass HR1020 for Class Il
and I railroads.

Since the railroad industry depends on the capital markets to fund a large portion of their
investment, and that the return on investment does not provide a return equivalent to
alternative investments of similar risk, the railroad companies will be challenged to
increase theses returns by say limiting capital expenditures. Railroads will continue to
face pressure from investment community to maximize returns and are most likely unable
to accommodate the financial demands required to improve infrastructure while tning 1o
appease lenders return on investment requirements.

DOEO011-0379
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U.S. RAILROAD MILEAGE :
Total incl. Total Excl.

Trackage Gov. Trackage Trackage

Owned  lLeased Rights Owned Other Rights Rights

Class } Subtotal 88,848 8,642 21,586 1,587 323 120,986 99,400
Regional Raitroads 14,473 1,654 2,563 2,409 151 21,250 18,687

Local Railroads 14,149 1,257 1,154 4,158 40 21118 19.964
S&T Railroads 4,562 255 731 1,646 110 7,304 6._572

Canadian 581 0 976 0 0] 1,557 581
TOTAL 122,613 11,808 27,010 9,800 985 172,215 145,205,

Source: AAR
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Williams, Ronald L ' B

From: Cook, Trevor

Sent: Tuesday, March 13, 2001 10:02 AM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: _here you go... 2 attached files

W)

Generation IV Reactor
Technolo...

W)

Nuclear as
Environmentaliy Pre...

——0Origlnal Message——

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Tuesday, March 13, 2001 9:53 AM
To: Cook, Trevor; Person, George
Subject: Reminder

Please don't forget to send e-versions of your policy proposals.

Thanks

5976
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Braitsch, Jay
~ ‘3—7

From: Como, Anthony
Sent:

Thursday, February 22, 2001 11:18 AM
To: Braitsch, Jay

Per George's request, I've attached some comments on the National Energy Policy paper he gave me this morning.

comments to

jay.wpd

5984



Braitsch, Jay

From: Juckett, Donald

Sent: Thursday, March 08, 2001 10:30 AM

Jo: Johnson, Nancy; Braitsch, Jay

Ce: Lawson, William; Graham, Leonard; Miller, Lowell; Freitas, Christopher; Melchert, Elena;

Lagiovane, Peter; Felber, Betty; DeHoratiis, Guido; Porter, Robert; Pyrdol, John; Alleman,
David; Hartstein, Arthur
Subject: RE: NEP Papers

P
NEPoptions.doc -
intemational paper attached

---—-Original Message—--

From: Johnson, Nancy

Sent: Thursday, March 08, 2001 9:22 AM

To: Braitsch, Jay

Cc: Juckett, Donald; Lawson, William; Graham, Leonard; Miller, Lowell: Freitas, Chrictopher; Melchert, Elena;
Lagiovane, Peter; Felber, Betty; DeHoratiis, Guido; Porter, Robert; Pvridol, John; Alleman, David;
Hartstein, Arthur

Subiject: NEP Papers

Still missing paper from Don ~ International Oil and Gas. Drafts of others attached.

NETL: Please review and get back to either Jay or | with comments as quickly as you can.

Jay: Please forward to Kripowicz.

Naocy Jalmsan
DOE Fasil Erpgy
202-586-6458

Jax 202-586-G22]

5993
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Braitsch, Jay

From: Johnson, Nancy

Sent: Thursday, March 08, 2001 5:15 PM
To: Braitsch, Jay

Subject: NEP Papers

" Revisions made to incorporate Kripowicz and field comments. Didn't get the time to rewrite the infrastructure papers. |
have a volunteer who can work on them tomorrow if that's worthwhile.

.-
B

5996
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Braitsch, Jay

From: Johnson, Nancy

Sent: Thursday, March 08, 2001 6:05 PM
To: Braitsch, Jay

Subject: RE: FE's NEP 2pagers

Thanks for the pointers. | hope we have get the opportunity to strengthen some of the proposed actions.

Here's some of what | told our folks:

—~——0Original Message——

From: Braitsch, Jay

Sent Thursday, March 08, 2001 5:36 PM

To: Anderson, Margot

Cc Kripowicz, Robert; DeHoratiis, Guido; Johnson, Nancy; Macdhert, Elena; Rudins, George; Carter, Douglas; Furiga, Richard; Shages,

John; Porter, Robert; Bajura, Rita; Carabetta, Ralph
Subject: FE's NEP 2pagers

Margot -

18 FE 2pagers attached describing the NEP policy/program areas we feel are most important. FE still has work 1o do,
including scme of the justifications and advocates/opponents (particularly Congressional).

6018
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Braitsch, Jay

From: Juckett, Donald
Sent: Friday, March 09, 2001 12:11 PM
To: Braitsch, Jay; Johnson, Nancy
Cc: Freitas, Christopher; Tomaszewski, Clifford
Subject: FW: Infrastructure paper
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
" Flag Status: Flagged

Please see Clitf's edits

--—-0riginal Message--—

From: Tomaszewski, Clifford

Sent: Friday, March 09, 2001 11:51 AM

Jo: Juckett, Donald
Subject: Infrastructure paper

Don,

o

InfrastructureOptio
n2.ry

6019
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Hope this helps.

Cliff Tomaszewski
Regulatory Aclivities
(202) 586-9460
(202) 586-4062 FAX

DOE(012-0045
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Braitsch, Jay

From: Kripowicz, Robert

Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2001 9:02 AM
To: Braitsch, Jay

Subject: RE: State's latest draft - chapter 10
-=-~-0riginal Message-—-—--

From: Braitsch, Jay

Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2001 8:49 AM

To: Kripowicz, Robert

Subject: FW: State's latest draft - chapter 10

FYI - don‘t have any info yet on the "supply” meeting cited below.

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Tuesday, March 20, 2001 7:58 PM

To: Conti, John; .Haspel, Abe; Zimmerman, MaryBeth; Lockwood, Andrea;
Breed, William; KYDES, ANDY; Whatley, Michael; Carter, Douglas;
Braitsch, Jay; Melchert, Elena; Cook, Trevor; Breed, William;
‘jkstierébpa.gov’

Cc: Kelliher, Joseph

Subject: FW: State's latest draft - chapter 10

All.

I am still working on ordering the many policy options (Joe has the complete package you
gave me) for Joe and S1 to digest. We had a lot of duplicates and I wanted to identify
some gaps.

----- Original Message-«---

From: Charles_M._Smith@ovp.eop.govtinternet
{mailto:Charles_M._Smithé@ovp.eop.gov])

Sent: Tuesday, March 20, 2001 6:57 PM

To: Kelliher, Joseph; Anderson, Margot;
Juleanna_R._Gloverfovp.eop.goviinternet; Kmurphyfosec.doc.govtinternet;

1

6023
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Dina.Ellisfdo.treas.govtinternet;
Sue_Ellen_WooldridgeBIOS.pOI.govsinternet;

Joel_ D._Kaplanfwho.eop.govtinternet; Keith.Collins@USDA.goviinternet;
Joseph.Glauber@usDA.goviinternet; Galloglysj@State.govtinternet;

McManusmt@State.goviinternet; Michelle.Pochef0OST.DOT.Govtinternet;
Patricia.Stahlschmidt@FEMA.gov8internet; Brenner.RobfEPA.goviinternet;
Symons.Jeremy@EPA.goviinternet; Beale.JohnfEPA.goviinternet;
MPeacock@omb.eop.goviinternet; Mark_A._Weatherlyfomb.eop.goviinternet;
Robert_C._McNallyfopd.eop.goviinternet; Jhowardjéceq.eop.goviinternet;
William bettenberg€IOS.DOI.goviinternet;

. Tom_fulton@IOS.DOI.goviinternet; Kjersten dragerfovp.eop.govtinternet;
Mleblanc@ceqg.eop.govtinternet; Bruce.Baughman@FEMA.goviinternet;
Charles.m.Hess@USACE.army.miltlinternet; akeeler@cea.eop.govdinternet;
commcollfaol.comtinternet; Karen_E._Kellerfomb.eop.goviinternet;
Carol_J._ Thompsonfwho.eop.goviinternet;

Sandra_L._Viafomb.eop.goviinternet; Megan_D. Moranfovp.eop.govsinternet;

Janet P. Walkerfopd.eop.govtinternet;
Ronald_L._Silbermanfomb.eop.govtinternet;
Lori_A._Krauss@omb.eop.govtinternet;
Andrew_D._Lundquist@ovp.eop.goviinternet;
Karen_Y._Knutsonfovp.eop.govitinternet;
Charles_D._McGrath_Jrfovp.eop.goviinternet;

Robert_C. McNallyfoa.eop.govtinternet; Cesar_Condalovp.eop.goviinternet;

Jennifer_H. Mayfieldfovp.eop.goviinternet;
Mary J. Matalinf@ovp.eop.govtinternet;
Nancy_ P. Dorn@who.eop.govtinternet;
Margaret_B8radley@IOQOS.DOI.govtinternet;
Jean_M._Russellfopd.eop.govtinternet

Cc: kjersten_dragerfovp.eop.goviinternet;
john_fenzel@ovp.eop.goviinternet;
Andrew_D._Lundquistfovp.eop.govtinternet;
Raren_Y._ Knutsonfovp.eop.goviinternet
Subject: State's latest draft

Attached i1s State's latest draft of their chapter.

(See attached file: 03_14_O01_NEPG Study EW_R1.doc)

e

DOE012-0049
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Braitsch, Jay

From: Carter, Douglas

Sent: Wednesday. March 28, 2001 1:45 PM
To: Kripowicz, Robert

Cc: Braitsch, Jay; Rudins, George
Subject: RE: national energy policy

"A few comments on the set of options.

----- Original Message-----

From: Kripowicz, Robert

To: Rudins, George; Braitsch, Jay; DeHoratiis, Guido; Carter, Douglas; Johnson, Nancy;
Porter, Robert; Melchert, Elena

Sent: 3/28/01 7:14 AM

Subject: FW: national energy policy

Importance: High

I assume you are the ones that have been working on the options.

> ~----0Original Message-----
>From: Anderson, Margot
>Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2001 7:08 PM

>To: Kripowicz, Robert; Haspel, Abe; Magwood, William; Scalingi,
>Paula; PETTIS, LARRY

>Cc: Breed, William; cConti, John; Carrier, Paul; Friedrichs, Mark;
>Kelliher, Joseph

>Subject: FW: national energy policy
>Importance: High

>

>All,

>

6025
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> - Original Message-----

>From: Kelliher, Joseph

>Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2001 6:16 PM

>To: Anderson, Margot

>Subject: national energy policy

>Importance: B:gh

>

>Here it is. P’lease circulate to program offices.
>

> <<doepolicyrecsl.doc>> <<energyaddl.doc>>

DOED12-0051
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Braitsch, Jay

From: Kripowicz, Robert
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 1:06 PM
To: Braitsch, Jay; Furiga, Richard
Cc: Shages, John
Subject: RE: Marginal NEP Option
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
" Flag Status: Flagged

—Original Message—-
From: Braitsch, Jay

Sent:

To:
Ce

Kripowicz, Robert; Furigs Ridard
Shages, John

Subject: FW: Marginal NEP Option

Bob/Rick -

~—-0riginal Message—--

| don't know who proposed it but { do think it ts worth while to send Joe a note (cc me so | can make the same

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 B:40 AM
To: Braitsch, Jay

Subject: RE: Marginal NEP Option

Jay,

arguments).

Margot

~—-Origina! Message——
From:  Braitsch, Jay
Sent:  Thursgay, March 29, 2001 8:23 AM
To: Anderson, Margot
Subject: Marginal NEP Option

Thursday, March 29, 2001 12:56 ¥M

DOEQ12-0052
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Braitsch, Jay

From: Furiga, Richard
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 11:27 AM
To: Shages, John; Braitsch, Jay; Kripowicz, Robert
Cc: LeMat, Lynnette; Johnson, David
Subject: RE: Stripper well oil SPR
I'M HAPPY.

~—Original Message—-

From: Shages, John

Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 11:09 AM

To: Brattsch, Jay; Furiga, Richard; Kripowicz, Robert

ce LeMat, Lynnette; Johnson, David

Subject: RE: Stripper well oil SPR

John

-—Orniginal Message——

From:  Braitsch, Jay

Sent: Friday, March 30, 2001 10:58 AM

To: Furiga, Richard; Shages, John; Kripowicz, Robert
Ce: LeMat, Lynnette; Johnson, David

Subject: RE: Stripper well cil SPR

—Original Message—-

From: Furiga, Richard

sent: Fnday, March 30, 2001 10:52 AM
To: Shages, John; Kripowicz, Robert; Braitsch, Jay
Cc: leMat, Lynnette; Johnson, David

Subject: RE: Stripper wefl oil SPR
-——-0niginal Message——
From: Shages, John
Sent: Friday, Maich 30, 2001 10:47 AM
To: Kripowiz, Robert; Furiga, Richard; Braitsch, Jay
Ce: LeMat, Lynnette; Johnson, David
Subject Strioper well oil SPR

John S.

<< File: STRIPPER.WPD >>
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Braitsch, Jay

From: Kane, Robert

Sent: Monday, Aprit 02, 2001 4:46 PM
To: Braitsch, Jay

Subject: RE: CO2 in the NEP

Bob Kane

Carbon Sequestration/ Climate Change Issue Manager
DOE. Office of Fossil Energy

—~0riginal Message—-—

From: Braitsch, Jay

Sent: Monday, April 02, 2001 4:37 PM

To: Kripowicz, Robert, Rudins, George; Carter, Douglas; Kane, Robert

Subject: FW: CO2 in the NEP

--—-Original Message-—-
From: Kolevar, Kevin
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2001 3:33 PM
Yo: Anderson, Margot; Kelliher, Joseph
Cc Braitsch, Jay

Subjectz RE: CO2 in the NEP

-—--Oniginal Message——
From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Monday, Aprit 02, 2001 2:3S PM
To: Kolevar, Kevin; Kefliher, Joseph
Cc: Braitsch, Jay
Subject: CO2 in the NEP

6029
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Joe and Kevin,

Margot
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Braitsch, Jay

From: Melchen, Elena

Sent: Friday, April 06, 2001 3:55 PM

To: Braitsch, Jay

Cc: DeHoratiis, Guido; Johnson, Nancy, Hartstein, Arthur; Hochheiser, William
Subject: captions

" Jay: here you go! Feel free to edit.
E

“Elena Subia Melchert
Petroleum Engineer/Program Manager
OfTice of Fossil Energy
U.S. Department of Energy

6031
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Braitsch, Jay

Johnson, Nancy

From:
Sent: Wednesday, April 18, 2001 1:47 PM
To: Braitsch, Jay
Subject: RE: Refinery language
—Original Message——

From: Braitsch, Jay

Sent: Wednesday, Aprl 18, 2001 11:22 AM

To: Johnson, Nancy

Subject: Refinery language

DOE012-0059
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Braitsch, Jay

From: Johnson, Nancy
Sent: Wednesday, April 18, 2001 12:59 PM
To: Braitsch, Jay
Subject: RE: 27?2
——0Original Message—
From: Braitsch, Jay
Sent Wednesday, Apnl 18, 2001 10:12 AM
To: Johnson, Nancy
Sudbject: w7
Importance: High

6035
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Martin, Adrienne

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: Wednesday, March 21,2001 11:16 AM
To: Braitsch, Jay

Subject: RE: Voluntary GHG Reduclions

Thanks, Il add it in (there already is one but your's might be more detailed). Can you stop by? | need some help on a
NEP paper.

—Original Message—
From: Braitsch, Jay
Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2001 9:53 AM
To: Anderson, Margot
Cc: Kripowicz, Rabert; Kane, Robert; Rudins, George; Carter, Douglas

Subject: Voluntary GHG Reductions
Importance: High

6042
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Martin, Adrienne

From: Anderson, Margot

Sent: ~ Tuesday, April 17, 2001 5:50 PM

To: ‘Charles_M. Smnth@ovp eop.gov%intemet’
Cc: Magwood, William; Braitsch, Jay

Subject: RE: Maywood's Nuclear Piece

Charlie, Okay. Stilt have not received. ! will be leaving shortly.

Biil - Please deliver your piece directly to Jay Braitsch. He's got the pen on chapter 8 at this point. That's the fastest way.

Margot

——QOriginal Message—

From: Charles_M._Smith@ovp.eop.gov%internet
[mailto:Charles_M_ Smith@ovp.eop.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, April 17, 2001 5:43 PM

To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: Magwood's Nuclear Piece

Margot:

Thanks
Charlie

6043
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Tripodi, Cathy !

From: Kelliher, Joseph

Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2001 8:35 PM
To: Tripodi, Cathy

Subject: FW: Permitting Recommendation

U

Permit Rec 1-pgr  PIC27372.PCX
4-5.wpd
Predecisional: draft NEP recommendation

----- Original Message-----

From: Keren_Y._Knu:sonfovp.eop.govi¥internet
[meilto:Xaren Y. Knutson@ovp.eop.gov)

Sent: friday, April 06, 2001 3:36 PM

To: Kelliher, Joseph

Sub ezt: Permitting Recommendation

I wanted tc make suvre you had seen tnis. KK

----------------------- Forwarded by Karen Y. Knutson/OVP/EQP on
04/06/2001
03:36 PM ~-----—-—m-mmmmmmm e e

Zmcedaed

_mage moved Mcss.Jacob@epamail.epa.gov

to file: 04/2€/2001 03:27:41 PM

FIC27372.PCX;
Reccrz Tupe: Record
To: krndrew 2. Lundguls./OVP/ECP, Karen Y. Knutson/OV2/EOP, Charles M.

oz zezlz.Jjchn@enamail.ersa.qgov, Symons.Jeramylepamail.epa.gev
Svciec:: Permizting Reccmmendation
suestez, her2 Is the draft recommendation and backgrounc fcr the
; regcrt regerding expediting environmental permitting. le: me
mave any guestions about it. - Jaccb

attached Iile: Permit Fec l-pgr 4-S.wnd)

’ 6044

DOE012-0069



Tripodi, Cathy

From: Kelliher, Joseph

Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2001 9:16 PM
To: Tripodi, Cathy

Subject: FW: Tax proposal for cars

\

vehicle tax credit 4
16 0l.wpd... )
Predecisional: draft NEP recommendation

————— Original Message-----

From: Symons.Jeremy(lepamail.epa.goviinternet
{mnailto:Symons.Jeremyfepamail.epa.gov])

Sent: Monday, A>ril i6, 2001 2:31 PM

To: Kelliher, J»yseph; geraldine.gerardifdo.treas.govsinternet
Subject: Tax prtposal for cars

Will have CHEP and landrill gas pieces soon.

Jeremy Symons

EPA, Office of Air and Radiation
(202! 564-9301

Fax: (202) 501-0394

----- forwarded by Jeremy Symons/DC/USEPA/US on 04/16/2001 02:30 PM

Jeremy Symons

To:
Karen_ Y. KnutsonROVP.EOP.Gov
04/16/2001 cc: Jacob
Moss/DC/USEPA/USGREPA, Jeff
10:29 AM Alson/AAR/USEPR/USGEPA, JohnM
Hall/DC/USEPA/USREPA
Subject: Tax proposal for

cars

(See attache¢ file: vehicle tax credit 4 16 01.wpd)

Jeremy Symons

EPA, Dirfice c¢f£ Air and Radiation
(202: 564-9301

Fax: (202) 501-0394

6046
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Tripodi, Cathy

From: Kelliher, Joseph

Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2001 9:15 PM

To: Tripodi, Cathy

Subject: FW: Tax credit proposals for consideration

SR IR

landfill tax credit 4 vehide tax credit 4 landfill tax credit 4 chp tax credit 4 16
16 Ol.wp... 16 01.wpd... 16 01.wp... 01.wpd
Predecisional: draft NEP reccmmendation

----- Original Message----~-

From: Symons.Jeremy@epamail..epa.goviinternet
[nailto:Symons.Jeremy@epam: il.era.gov]

Sent: Monday, April 16, 2001 2:00 PM

To: Karer_Y._ Knutson@OVP.EOP.Goviinternet

Cc: Kelliher, Joseph; geral-line.gerardifdo.treas.goviinternet;
Gibson.Tom@epamail.epa.govi: . nternet;
Brenner.Rob@epamail.epa.goviinternet;
Beale.John@epamail.epa.goviinternet; .
Moss.Jacob@epamail.epa.goviinternet; Michelle.Pochefost.dot.govsinterne=:
Subject: Tax credit proposals for consideration

I sent the wrong file for the landfill credit. The correct file is
attached below.

(See attached file: landfill tax credit ¢4 16 0}.wpd)

Jeremy Symons

EPR, Oifice o0f Air and Radiation
(202) 564-9301

Fax: {202; >501-0394

————— Terwarded by Jeremy Symons/DC/USEPA/US on 04/16/2001 02:58 PM

"

Jeremy Symons

To:
Karen Y. Xnutson@OVP.EOP.Gov
04/16/2001 cc: "Kelliher, Joseph"”
02:54 PM <Joseph.Kelliher€hg.doe.gov>,

geraldine.gerardi@do.treas.gov,
Gibson/DC/USEPAR/USREPA, Rob
Brenner/DC/USEPAR/USREPA, Jchn
Beale/DC/USEPA/USREFA, Jacob
) Moss/DC/USEPA/USREPA,
Mictnelle.Pochef®ost.cdot.gov
Subject: Tax credit

croposzals Zer
consideration

’ 6048
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Karen,

Jeremy

Jeremy Symons

EPA, Office of Air and Radiation
(202) S$64-9301

Fax: (202} 501-0394

6049
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Tripodi, Cathy

From: Kelliher, Joseph

Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2001 9:15 PM

TJo: Tripodi, Cathy

Subject: FW: Tax credit proposals for consideration.

N\

vehide tax credit 4 landfill tax credit 4 chp tax credit 4 16
16 01.wpd... 16 01.wp... 01.wpd .
Predecisional: draft NEP recommendation

----- Original Message-———--

From: Symons.Jeremyfepamail.epa.goviinternet
(mailto:Symons.Jeremy@epamail.epa.gov]}

Sent: Monday, April 16, 2001 2:55 PM

To: Karen_Y. Knutson@QVP.EQP.Goviinternet

Cc: Kelliher, Joseph; geraldine.gerardifdo.treas.goviinternet;
Gibson.Tom@epamail.epa.goviinternet;
Brenner.Rob@epamail.epa.goviinternet;
Beale.Johnf@epamail.epa.govéinternet;
Moss.Jacoblepamail.epa.goviinternet; Michelle.Pochefost.dot.govéintern:t
Subject: Tax credit proposals for consideration

Karen,

Jeremy Symons

EPA, Office of Air anc Radiation
1202 564-5301

Fax: .2C2) 3C:-0394

DOEO012-0079
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Tripodi, Cathy

s
From: Kelliher, Joseph
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2001 7:38 PM
To: Tripadi, Cathy
Subject: FW: Summary of Recommendations
i j j
Table of

ecommendaﬁons dc  Contents.doc
Predecisional: draft NEP recommendations

----- Original Message-----

From: Charles_M._ Smith@ovp.eop.goviinternet

(mailto:Charles M. _Smith@ovp.eop.gov]

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 4:01 PM

To: Kelliher, Joseph; Kolevar, Kevin; Anderson, Margot;

Juleanna_R. Glover@ovp.eop.goviinternet; Kmurphy@osec.doc.goviinternet;

Dina.Ellis@do.treas.goviinternet;

Sue_Ellen Wooldridge@IOS.DOI.goviinternet:

Joel_D. Kaplan@who.eop.goviinternet; Keith.Collins@USDA.gov%internet;

Joseph.Glauber@USDA.goviinternet; Galloglysj@State.gov%internet;

McManusmt@State.goviinternet; Michelle.Poche@OST.DOT.Coviinternet;

Patricia.Stahlschmidt@FEMA.goviinternet; Brenner.Rob@EPA.goviinternet;

Symons.Jeremy@EPA.goviinternet; Beale.John@EPA.govS%internet;

MPeacock@omb.eop.goviinternet; Mark A. Weatherlyfomb.eop.goviinternet;

Robert C. McNally@opd.eop. govRinternet; Jhowardjfceq.eop.goviinternet;

William betcenberg@IOS DOI.goviinternet;

Tom_£fulton@IOS.DOJ.goviinternet; Kjersten drager@ovp.eop.goviinternet;

Mleb‘anc@ce“ eop.goviinternet: Bruce.Baughman@FEMA.goviinternet;
harles.m.Hess@USACE.army.mil%internet; commcoll@aol.com$internet;

Parol _J._Thompson@who.eop.goviinternet;

Sandra L. Vialomb.eop.goviinternet; Megan_D. Moran@ovp.eop. gov%xnternet,

Ronaicd L. Silberman@omb.eop.govéinternet; -

Tori 4. Krauss@omb.eop.goviinternet; WheelerE@State.goviinternet-

Zzo: R“d;ew_D _Lundaguistlovp.eop.goviinternet;

Xeren Y \nuLSOﬁ@ovp.eop.gov%internet; John fenzel@ovp.eop.goviinternet
Sutiecz: Summary of Recommendations

Attatheda is the sumnary of the Agency Recommendations. DOT's
recommencaticns have not been incorporated as yet.

DOE012-0083
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Williams, Ronald L

From:
Sent:
To:

Ce:
Subject:

Importance:

Margot,

Vernet, Jean

Tuesday, March 13, 2001 4:46 PM
Anderson, Margot
‘Austin_Perez@sba.gov'

Another Natl Energy Policy Option

High

DOE012-0124
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Williams, Ronald L

From: Keliiher, Joseph

Sent: Tuesday, March 13, 2001 9:16 AM
To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: RE: NEP activities

—Original Message—

From: Anderson, Margot
Sent: Tuesday, March 13, 2001 B:28 AM
To: Keltiher, Joseph

Subject: NEP activities

Joe,

Do you want ot met at 10:00 to go over various NEP activities and meetings? Il come down if you will be around.

Margot

DOEO012-0127

6102



Department of Energy bg
Washington, DC 20585

February 21, 2001

Mr. Peter J. Ballard

Dear Mr. Ballard:

Thank you for your recent letter, which expressed concern about the Nation’s
current energy problems and the policies of the former Administration.

As you may know, one President Bush'’s first acts was to create a National Energy
Policy Development Group, headed by Vice President Cheney, to help the private
sector, and governrent at all levels, promote dependable, affordable, and
environmentally sound production and distribution of energy for the future. This
group includes the Secretary of Energy, as well as the Secretaries of the Treasury, -
Intenior, Agriculture and Commerce Departments, the heads of the Federal
Emergency Management Agency, the Environmental Protection Agency, the
* President’s Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy, and the Assistants to the President
for Economic Policy and Intergovernmental Affairs.

The group will consider the ideas and recommendations of consumers, businesses,
and independent experts on how best to address the broad range of energy issues
now facing the Nation, including rapidly rising costs for natural gas, electncity
supply and price problems in the West and the increasing dependence of the
United States on imported oil. Your specific concemns will be made known to
participants in this process.

Thank you for wriung.
Sincerely,

ot Ohadue_

Margot Anderson
Acting Director
Office of Policy

@ Pnnted wih 53y ink on recycled paper
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Department of Energy / b
G

Washington, DC 20585

February 21, 2001

Mr. Van Sahakian

Dear Mr. Sahakiarn:

Thank you for your recent letter, which offered recommendations concerming the
development of synfuels production.

As you may know, one of President Bush's first acts was creating a Nalional

Energy Policy Development Group, headed by Vice President Cheney, to help the

private sector and government at all levels, promote dependable, affordable, and
environmentally sound production and distnbution of energy for the future. This -
group includes the Secretary of Energy, as well as the Secretanes of the Treasury,

Intenior, Agniculture and Commerce Departments, the heads of the Federal

Emergency Management Agency, the Environmental Protection Agency, the

President’s Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy, and the Assistants to the President

for Economic Policy and Intergovernmental Affairs.

The group will consider the ideas and recommendations of consumers, businesses,
and independent experts on how best to address the broad range of energy issues
now facing the Nation, including rapidly rising costs for natural gas, electricity
supply and price problems in the West and the increasing dependence of the
United States on imported oil. Your specific suggestions will be made known to
participants in this process.

Thank you for writing.

Sincerely,

Weugpt o

Margot“Anderson
Acting Director
Office of Policy

@ Pnnied with soy ik on recycled paper
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Tibe

Department of Energy t i
Washington, DC 20585

February 21, 2001

. Mr. John G. Morgan __

Dear Mr. Morgan:

Thank you for your recent letter, which offered recommendations on how best to
address some of the Nation’s current energy problems.

As you may know, one of President Bush’s first acts was creating a National
Energy Policy Development Group, headed by Vice President Cheney, to help the
private sector and government at all levels, promote dependable, affordable, and
environmentally sound production and distribution of energy for the future. Tlus
group includes the Secretary of Energy, as well as the Secretaries of the Treasury,
Intenor, Agnculture and Commerce Departments, the heads of the Federal
Emergency Management Agency, the Environmental Protection Agency, the
President’s Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy, and the Assistants to the President
for Economic Policy and Intergovernmental Affairs.

The group will consider the 1deas and recommendations of consumers, businesses,
and independent experts on how best to address the broad range of energy issues
now facing the Nation, including rapidly nising costs for natural gas, electricity
supply and price problems in the West and the increasing dependence of the
United States on imported oil. Your specific suggestions will be made known to
participants in this process.

Thank vou for wniting.
Sincerely,

LM&@%OA&M,

Margot Anderson
Acting Director
Office of Policy

@ Prnted with soy »nk on recydled paper
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Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585

February 21, 2001

_Ms. Jodi Woydziak

Dear Ms Woydziak:

Thank you for your recent e-mail to the Secretary of Energy, which expressed
concemn about rising energy costs, especially high natural gas hill.

As you may know, one of President Bush's first acts was 1o create a National
Energy Policy Development Group, headed by Vice President Cheney, to help the
private sector, and government at all levels, promote dependable, affordable, and
environmentally sound production and distnbution of energy for the future. This
group includes the Secretary of Energy, as well as the Secretaries of the Treasury,
Intenor, Agriculture and Commerce Deparments, the heads of the Federal
Emergency Management Agency, the Environmental Protection Agency, the
President’s Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy, and the Assistants to the President
for Economic Policy and Intergovernmental Affairs.

The group will consider the ideas and recommendations of consumers, businesses,
and independent experts on how best to address the broad range of energy issues
now facing the Nation, including rapidly nising costs for natural gas, electricity
supply and pnce problems in the West and the increasing dependence of the
United States on imported o1l. Your specific concerns will be made known 10
participants in this process.

There are some Federal programs which might be able to assist you in reducing
your cosis. Financial assistance to help pay part of the cost of high fuel bills or to
help weatherize existing homes is available for low income households.
Information on steps any homeowner can take to help lower their energy
consumption Is also available. You can find out more about the types of
assistance that might be available to you by calling the Department of Energy’s
toll-free home heating assistance hotline at 1-800-342-5363. The hotline operates
Monday-Fnday with operator assistance from 9:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. eastern time,
and has recorded information available 24 hours a day, 7 davs a week. The DOE
website, www.energy.gov, can also provide you with information.

@ Pnnted with soy ik on recycied pade!
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I hope this information is helpful.

Sincerely,

gt (udae
Margbt Anderson
Deputy Director

Office of Policy

DOEO012-0132
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Department of Energy ;. b@

Washington, DC 20585

February 21, 2001

Ms. Geraldine Douglass

Dear Ms. Douglass:

Thank you fo: your recent letter to former Secretary Richardson expressing
concern about Nsing nergy costs.

As you may kr.ow, onc of President Bush's first acts was to create a National
Energy Policy Develepment Group, headed by Vice President Cheney, to help the
private sector and govsinment at all levels, promote dependable, affordable, and
environmentally sound production and distribution of energy for the future. This
group includes the Secreiary of Energy, as well as the Secretaries of the Treasury,
Intenor, Agnculture and Commerce Departments, the heads of the Federal
Emergency Management Agency, the Environmental Protection Agency, the
President’s Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy, and the Assistants to the President
for Economic Policy and Intergovernmental Affairs.

The group will consider the ideas and recommendations of consumers, businesses,
and independent experts on how best to address the broad range of energy issues
now facing the Nation, including rapidly rising costs for natural gas, electricity
supply and price problems in the West and the increasing dependence of the
United States on imporned oil. Your specific concerns will be made known to
participants in this process.

Thank you for writing.

Sincerely,

of ludue_

Margot Anderson
Acting Director
Office of Policy

@ Prnted mih oy ink on recyciec paper
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Department of Energy b(o
Washington, DC 20585

March 6, 2001

Mr. Mallory Larkin

Dear Mr. Larkin:

Thank you for your recent lett:r to th.e Secretary of Energy, which expressed
concem about the Nation's he: vy rzhiance on oil and urged increased support for
alternatives, especially renewasles.

As you may know, one of President Bush's first acts was to create a Nauonal
Energy Policy Development Group, headed by Vice President Cheney, to help the
private sector, and government at zll levels, promote dependable, affordable, and
environmentally sound production and distribution of energy for the future. This
group includes the Secretary of Energy, as well as the Secretanies of the Treasury,
Interior, Agriculture and Commerce Departments, the heads of the Federal
Emergency Management Agency, the Environmental Protection Agency, the
President’s Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy, and the Assistants to the President
for Economic Policy and Intergovernmental Affairs.

The group will consider the ideas and recommendations of consumers,
businesses, and independent experts on how best 10 address the broad range of
energy issues now facing the Nation, including rapidly rising costs for natural gas,
electricity supply and price problems in the West and the increasing dependence
of the United States on imported oil. While the Department of Energy already
spends hundreds of million of dollars each year to support the development of
technologies that could reduce our use of oil and other fossil fuels, the President’s
energy policy development group will consider how these efforts might be further
strengthened. Your specific concemns will be made known to panicipants in this
process.

[ hope this information is helpful.
Sincerely,

Mot Qucue—

Margot Anderson
Deputy Director
- Office of Policy
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Department of Energy b CQ
Washington, DC 20585

March 6, 2001

Mr. 1. Arthur Hoekstra, PE

Dear Mr. Hoekstra:

Thank you for your recent letter, which offert d recoinmendations on how to
increase the use of garbage as a source of eneigy for che generation of heat and
electricity.

As you know, one of President Bush's first acts was creating a National Energy
Policy Development Group, headed by Vice President Cheney, to help the private
sector and government at all levels, promote deperidabie, affordable, and
environmentally sound production and distribution of energy for the future. This
group includes the Secretary of Energy, as well as the Secretarnies of the Treasury,
Interior, Agriculture and Commerce Departments, the hcads of the Federal
Emergency Management Agency, the Environmental Protection Agency, the
President’s Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy, and the Assistants to the President
for Economic Policy and Intergovernmental Affairs.

The group will consider the ideas and recommendations of consumers,
businesses, and independent experts on how best to address the broad range of
energy issues now facing the Nation, including rapidly rising costs for natural gas,
electricity supply and price problems in the West and the increasing dependence
of the United States on imported oil. Your specific suggestions will be made
known to participants in this process.

Thank you for writing.
Sincerely,

quﬁcwdut_

Margot Anderson
Acting Director
Office of Policy
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Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585 g

March 6, 2001

Mr. Huston T. Muse

Dear Mr. Muse:

Thank you for your recent e-mail, which indicated you have dzveloped a way to
reconcile present and future electrical energy needs that is cosi-effective and
would provide a number of services to the American public. ‘

As you may know, one of President Bush’s first acts was to create a National
Energy Policy Development Group, headed by Vice President Cheney, to help the
pnvate sector, and government at all levels, promote dependable, atfordable, and
environmentally sound production and distribution of energy for the future. This
group includes the Secretary of Energy, as well as the Secretaries of the Treasury,
Interior, Agnriculture and Commerce Departments, the heads of the Federal
Emergency Management Agency, the Environmental Protection Agency, the
President’s Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy, and the Assistants to the President
for Economic Policy and Intergovernmental Affairs.

The group will consider the ideas and recommendations of consumers,
businesses, and independent experts on how best to address the broad range of
energy issues now facing the Nation, including rapidly rising costs for natural gas,

electricity supply and price problems in the West and the increasing dependence
of the United States on imported oil.

The Department of Energy is always interested in receiving information on new
ways to address the Nation’s energy requirements. Depending on the nature of
the idea, the Department may be able to offer some assistance in its further
development or implementation. New ideas that are relevant to the energy policy
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development efforts now underway will be made known to participants in this
process.

Thank you for writing.
Sincerely,

uu@kQMA%,

Margot Anderson
Acting Director
Office of Policy
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Department of Energy (Q b
Washington, DC 20585

March 6, 2001

Mr. Henry Knaust

Dear Mr. Knaust:

Thank you for your recent letter, which expressed concemns about rising natural
gas prices.

As you may know, one of President Bush’s first acts was to create a National
Energy Policy Development Group, headed by Vice President Cheney, to help the
private sector, and government at all levels, promote dependable, affordable, and
environmentally sound production and distribution of energy for the future. This
group includes the Secretary of Energy, as well as the Secretanies of the Treasury,
Interior, Agriculture and Commerce Departments, the heads of the Federal
Emergency Management Agency, the Environmental Protection Agency, the
President’s Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy, and the Assistants to the President
for Economic Policy and Intergovernmental Affairs.

The group will consider the 1deas and recommendations of consumers,
businesses, and independent experts on how best to address the broad range of
energy issues now facing the Nation, including rapidly rising costs for natural gas,
electricity supply and price problems in the West and the increasing dependence
of the United States on imported oil. Your specific concems will be made known
to participants in this process.

Thank you for.wn'ting.
Stincerely,
Uaxg* Ouduo—
Margot Anderson

Acting Director
Office of Policy
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Washington, DC 20585

April 4, 2001

‘Ms. Jennifer Staren

Dear Ms. Staren:

Thank you for your January 28, 2001, letter to Secretary Abraham regarding the
California power crisis. '

Every day we rely on energy to heat our homes, get us to work and school, cook
our food, and power our business and industries. Reliable, clean, and adequate
supplies of energy are necessary for public health and safety and to fuel our
Naton’s economy. Unfortunately, energy has become such a routine part of our
daily lives that we sometimes forget how important it is, and we neglect to plan
for our future. In some parts of our country, including California, our plans for
increasing energy supply have not kept up with the growth in the demand for
energy.

One of President Bush’s first acts was creating a National Energy Policy
Development Group, headed by Vice President Cheney, to help the private sector
and government at all levels, promote dependable, affordable, and
environmentally sound production and distnbution of energy for the future. Thus
group includes the Secretary of Energy, as well as the Secretaries of the Treasury,
Interior, Agnculture and Commerce Deparunents, the heads of the Federal
Emergency Management Agency, the Environmental Protection Agency, the
President’s Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy, and the Assistants to the President
for Economuic Policy and Intergovernmental Affairs.

This group is addressing the broad range of energy issues now facing the Nation.
including rapidly nising costs for natural gas, electricity supply and price problems

in the West, and the increasing dependence of the United States on imported oil.

In the meantime, we can all help by using energy efficiently and wiselv such as:

. Turn off lights when not in use;

. Adjust home thermostats upwards dunng warm weather,
. Walk shont distances instead of using the car; and

. Buy and use energy efficient appliances and computers.
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I hope you find this information helpful.

Sincerely,

Buget Quduge

Margot Anderson
Acting Director
Office of Policy

i~
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Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585

March 22, 2001

Mr. Bill Kemper

Dear Mr. Kemper:
Thank you for your recent e-mail expressing your concems about nising fuel costs.

One of President Bush'’s first acts was to create a National Energy Policy
Development Group, headed by Vice President Cheney to help the private sector
and government at all levels promote dependable, affordable, and environmentally
sound production and distnibution of energy for the future. This group includes
the Secretary of Energy, the Secretaries of four other cabinet level departments,
the heads of two other agencies and two presidential advisors. The group will
consider the ideas and recommendations of consumers, businesses, and
independent experts on how best to address the broad range of energy issues now
facing the Nation.

Mcanwhile, there are two Federal programs that offer some assistance to low-
income households. They are, the Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program
{LIHEAP) and the Department of Energy’s Weatherization Assistance Program.
Since eligibility rules for each program varies depending on a number of different
charactenstics, persons seeking assistance from either program should contact
their local service providers. Information on LIHEAP assistance is available on
the intermet at website http://www .acf.dhhs.gov/programs/liheap. Additionally,
you can get information on both programs by calling the Department of Energy’s
toll-free hotline at 1-800-342-5363. The hotline operates Monday-Friday with
operator assistance from 9:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. castern time, and has recorded
informantion available 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. The DOE website,

www energy.gov, can also provide you with information.

Sincerely,

Uwg@’f OQudute_
Margod Anderson
Acting Director

Office of Policy
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Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585

March 21, 2001

Ms. Geraldine Douglass

Dear Ms. Douglass:

Thank you for your recent letter to former Secretary Richardson expressing
concern about rising energy costs.

One of President Bush’s first acts was to create a Nationzl Energy Policy
Development Group, headed by Vice President Cheney, to help the private sector
and government promote dependable, affordable, and environmentally sound
production and distribution of energy for our country. This group includes the
Secretary of Energy, as well as the Secretanes of the Treasury, Intenor,
Agniculture and Commerce Departments, the heads of the Federal Emergency
Management Agency, the Environmental Protection Agency, the President’s
Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy, and the Assistants to the President for Economic
Policy and Intergovemnmental Affairs.

The group will consider the ideas and recommendations of consumers,
businesses, and independent experts on how best to address the broad range of

energy issues now facing the Nation. Your specific concerns will be made known
1o participants in this process.

Thank you for writing.

Sincerely,

i O '
Mg Widue_
Margot Anderson
Acting Director
Office of Policy
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Department of Energy v
Washington, DC 20585 b /6
February 15, 2001

Mr. Jonathan De Vos

Dear Mr. DeVos:

Former Secretary of Education Riley has forwarded your letter of
December 12, 2000 to the Department of Energy for our response to your
suggestions for energy conservation and supply.

We examined the list of options you addressed in your paper and agree that many -
of them are useful strategies for assuring adequacy and affordability of future
energy supplies for the United States. We think many of the conservation,
recycling, and energy production ideas you suggested will be fully discussed this
year in our national debate on the future of energy policy.

We appreciate your interest in energy policy and our future options. Your study,
with an awareness of the engineering, cost, and environmental issues associated

with this complex subject, is good preparation for addressing the energy
challenges ahead.

Sincerely,

M@é‘i{&{ (lyduo_

derson
Acting Director

Office of Policy
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Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585 b

" February 15, 2001

‘CS\\

_Ms. Nada Harrison

Dear Ms. Harmison:

Former Secretary of Education Riley has forwarded your letter of
Decemder 12, 2000 to the Department of Energy for our response to your
suggeshons for energy conservation and supply.

V/e examined the list of options you addressed in your paper and agree that many
of therm a e useful strategies for assunng adequacy and affordability of future
enerzy supplies for the United States. We think many of the conservation,
recycling, and energy production ideas you suggested will be fully discussed this
year in our national debate on the future of energy policy.

We appreciate your interest in energy policy and our future options. Your study,
with an awareness of the engineering, cost, and environmental issues associated
with this complex subject, 1s good preparation for addressing the energy
chalienges ahead.

Sincerely,

LQ(M&& (udo__

MargX Anderson
Acting Director
Office of Policy
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Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585 b y

February 15, 2001 4@

“Mr. Bill Peterson

Dear Mr. Peterson:

Former Secretary of F,d}[vzcation Riley has forwarded your letter of
December 12, 2000 'e-the Department of Energy for our response to your
suggestions for energy conservation and supply.

We examined the list of options you addressed in your paper and agree that many
of them are useful strateyies for assunng adequacy and affordability of future
energy supplies for the United States. We think many of the conservation,
recycling, and energy production ideas you suggested will be fully discussed this
year in our national debate on the future of energy policy.

We appreciate your interest in energy policy and our future options. Your study,
with an awareness of the engineering, cost, and environmental issues associated
with this complex subject, is good preparation for addressing the energy
challenges ahead.

Sincerely,

of (udue

Margot Anderson
Acung Director

Office of Policy
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Department of Energy bé

Washington, DC 20585
February 15, 2001

‘Ms. Veronica Russell

Dear Ms. Russell:

Former Secretary of Education Riley has forwarded your letter of
December 12, 2000 to the Department of Energy for our response to your
suggestions for energy conservation and supply.

We examined the list of options you addressed in your paper and agree that many
of them are useful strategies for assurin;; adequacy and affordability of future
energy supplies for the United States. W'e think many of the conservation,
recycling, and energy production ideas you suggested will be fully discussed this
year in our national debate on the future of energy policy.

We appreciate your interest in energy policy and our future options. Your study,
with an awareness of the engineenng, cost, and environmental issues associated

with this complex subject, 1s good preparation for addressing the energy
challenges ahead.

Stncerely,

\QM& Qudue

Margot Anderson
Acting Director

Office of Policy
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Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585

February 15, 2001

Ms. Yvonne Zimmerman

Dear Ms. Zimmerman:

Former Secretary of Education Riley has forwarded your letter of
December 12, 2000 to the Department of Encrgy for our response to your
suggestions for energy conservation and supply.

We examined the list of options you addressea in your paper and agree that many
of them are useful strategies for assuring adequacy anc affordability of future
encrgy supplies for the United States. We think many «f the conservation,
recycling, and energy production ideas you suggested will be fully discussed this
year in our national debate on the future of energy policy.

We appreciate your interest in energy policy and our future options. Your study,
with an awareness of the engineering, cost, and environmental issues associated

with this complex subject, is good preparation for addressing the energy
challenges ahead.

Sincerely,

NQMQ (e

Margot Anderson
Acting Director

Office of Policy
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Department of Energy i
Washington, DC 20585

February 12, 2001

Mr. Douglas E. Krauss

Dear Mr. Kruass:

Thank you for your January 17, 2001, letter inquiring about energy assistance
programs to help defray the cost of making the heating system upgrades necessary
to reduce your volunteer fire department’s monthly energy bills.

The Department of Energy does not operate any energy assistance program
appropnate to your needs. However, there are a number of energy assistance
progrars run by states with links to local government agencies, community
organizations and private sector programs. The Pennsylvania State Energy Office
(PSEQ) will be able to provide you with information.

The energy assistance programs for the regional office in Harnisburg are
administered by Mr. Edwin Pinero, Director of Program Operations. Please call
Mr. Pinero at 717-783-0542.

Sincerely,

" N
3({;16(@“( (lu (i

Margot Anderson
" Acting Director
Office of Policy
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Department of Energy b L)

Washington, DC 20585

March 30, 2001

‘Mr. Thomas S. Dickerman

Dear Mr. Dickerman:

Thank you for your letter of January 30, 2001, which provided excerpts from The
Coming Oil Crisis by Dr. Colin Campbell and offered recommendations on how
best to address some of the Nation’s future energy problems.

One of President Bush’s first acts was to create a National Energy Policy
Development Group, headed by Vice President Cheney, to help the private sector
and government at all levels promote dependable, affordable, and
environmentally sound production and distribution of energy for our country.
This group includes the Secretary of Energy, as well as the Secretanes of the
Treasury, Intenior, Agriculture and Commerce Departments, the heads of the
Federal Emergency Management Agency, the Environmental Protection Agency,
the President’s Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy, and the Assistants to the
President for Economic Policy and Intergovernmental Affairs.

The National Energy Policy Development Group will consider the ideas and
recommendations of consumers, businesses, states and independent experts on
bow best to address the broad range of energy issues now facing the Nation.
Your specificsuggestions will be passed on for their consideration.
Thank you for writing.

Sincerely,

st (o

Margot Anderson
Acting Director
Office of Policy
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| /
Department of Energy bK)
Washington, DC 20585

March 30, 2001

Mr. Carleton B. Vance

Dear Mr. Vance:

Thank you for your letter of Japuary 25, 2001, offering recommendations on how
best to address the Nation’s current energy problems.

One of President Bush’s first acts was to create a National Energy Policy
Development Group, headed by Vice President Cheney, to help the private sector
and government at all levels promote dependable, affordable, and
environmentally sound production and distribution of energy for our country.
This group includes the Secretary of Energy, as well as the Secretaries of the
Treasury, Intenor, Agriculture and Comrerce Departments, the heads of the
Federal Emergency Management Agency, the Environmental Protection Agency,
the President’s Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy, and the Assistants to the
President for Economic Policy and Intergovernmental A ffairs.

The National Energy Policy Development Group will consider the ideas and
recommendations of consumers, businesses, states and independent experts on
how best to address the broad range of energy issues now facing the Nation.
Your specific suggestions will be passed on for their consideration.
Thank you for writing.

Sincerely,

Watget (luduee_

Margot'Anderson
Acting Director
Office of Policy
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Washington, DC 20585

March 28, 2001

Ms. Anneliese Hinz
C/O Mr. Husley

Dear Ms. Hinz:

Thank you for your February 5, 2001, letter to the Secretary of Energy expressing
concern about recent rolling.blackouts in California.

Rolling blackouts occur when there is not enough electricity supply to serve
sveryone’s needs. There are two ways to solve this problem: increase electricity
«upply and increase the efficiency of electricity use (reduce the demand for
electricity). However, it takes years to plan, site, and construct new electric
power plants and replace old inefficient clectnical equipment with newer, more
efficient designs. In the interim, we need to rely on citizens to be responsible
consumers of electricity. When there is a significant threat of electricity
shortages, we can help reduce the likelihood of power outages by reducing our
use of electricity, especially in the late afiernoons and early evenings when
demand is greatest. :

To help solve our longer-term energy needs, including providing adequate,
dependable, affordable, and environmentally sound electricity supplies, we are
taking a fresh look at our Nation’s energy policy. One of President Bush’s first
acts was to create a National Energy Policy Development Group, headed by Vice
President Cheney. This group includes the Secretary of Energy, as well as other
high-level government officials. Let me assure you that they will consider a full
range of options. Your specific concerns have been made known to participants
1n this process.

In response 1o your specific question: in the West, electricity is delivered through
a single, integrated transmussion grid. This gnd allows for the sharing of
electricity supplies throughout the West and is operated to maximize reliability
and economic benefits to the entire region. For example, in the summer when it
1s cool in the Northwest and hot in southern California, electricity flows south to
satisfy the need for air conditioning. During the winter when it is cold in the
Northwest, more electricity flows north to satisfy the need for heating. This
winter, California needed help during their peak load peniods, late afternoon and
early evening. For every unit of electricity sent south by the Northwest,
Califorma retumed two units of electricity during the rest of the day. This
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allowed the Northwest to conserve more water in their hydroelectric system
which is stressed this winter due to low levels of precipitation. This sharing of
electricity resources benefits everyone and reduces the need for costly new
generation facilities that would operate only during periods of peak demand.

Sincerely,

Qagﬁiﬁmduv\_

Marg derson
Acting Director
Office of Policy
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Department of Energy : b{O
Washington, DC 20585

April 3, 2001

‘Ms. Jamie Umland

Dear Ms. Umland:

Thank you for yow recen' e-mail indicating your concern for the future cost of
energy, and wantin; to know how energy shortages are being addressed.

The problems to which you refer are receiving the Administration’s immediate
attention. One of Przsident Bush’s first acts was to create a National Energy
Policy Development Group, headed by Vice President Cheney, to address crtical
energy issues and premote de rendable, affordable, and environmentally sound
production and distribution of energy for the future. This group includes the
Secretanies of Energy, Treasury, Interior, Agriculture and Commerce
Departments, the heads of the Federal Emergency Management Agency,

the Environmental Protection Agency, the President’s Deputy Chief of Staff

for Policy, and the Assistants to the President for Economic Policy and
Intergovernmental Affairs. The group is considenng the ideas and
recommendations of consumers, businesses, and independent experts on how
best to address the broad range of energy 1ssues wincluding rapidly nising costs for
natural gas, electricity supply, price problems, and the dependence of the United
States on imported oil.

Two programs that provide energy-related assistance to consumers might be of
interest to you. The Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program (LIHEAP)
provides block grants from the Department of Health and Human Services to
States to help low income persons pay energy bills. The Department of Energy’s
Weatherization Assistance Program provides funding for energy efficiency
improvements to the homes of eligible low-income households. For more
information on LIHEAP and Weatherization programs contact the State
government office responsible for administering this program. A contact name,
telephone number and street or e-mail address for this office is available on the
internet website at http://www.acf.dhhs.gov/programs/liheap; or through the
DOE website, www.cnergy.gov; or by calling the Department of Energy’s toll-
free home heating assistance hotline at 1-800-342-5363. The hotline operates
Monday-Friday with operator assistance from 9:00a.m. to 8:00 p.m. Eastern time,
and has recorded information available 24 hours a day, 7 days a week.
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We appreciate your interest in energy policy.

Thank you for writing.
Sincerely,

M(u%o* Qudusc

Margot Anderson
Acting Director
Officr: of Pnlicy
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Williams, Ronald L T

From: Charles_M._Smith@ovp.eop.gov%internet [Charles_M._Smith@ovp.eop.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, March 13, 2001 5:43 PM

To: Anderson, Margot

Subject: DOl comments

en010305.comments on
interim r._. Finally, here they are.

{See attached file: en010305.comments on interim report)
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Williams, Ronald L

From:
Sent:
Jo:

Cc:
Subject:

w ]

Chapter 10 Informal
Droft.doc

McManus, Matthew T [McManusMT@state.gov]

Tuesday, March 13, 2001 6:10 PM

'Kjersten Drager at OVP'; "John Fenzel, NEPD’

Anderson, Margot; 'Andrew Lundquist, OVP'; 'Karen Knutson at OVP”
Preview of Chapter 10

<<Chapter 10 Informal Draft.doc>> For our “counseling session™ tommorow

(and perhaps we all need professional help at this point) we provide you an
advance draft of the one we will have polished for your COB tommorow
deadiine. Feel free to share this with anyone else confinmed for our 11AM

counseling session.

Thanks!

DOE012-0160
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Williams, Ronald L

From: McManus, Matthew T [McManusMT@state.gov)

Sent: Tuesday, March 13, 2001 6:16 PM

To: ‘John Fenzel, Task Force/Special Forces'; ‘Kjersten Drager at OVP’
Cc: Anderson, Margot; 'Karen Knutson at OVP*

Subject: Version with Graphics

W)
03-8-01 Steve's NEPD

draft IN ... <<03-8-01 Steve's NEPD draft IN PROGRESS.doc>> Just FY1, note some of the
draft graphics we have placed into the text (same text, this one w
graphics.) More to be suggested.
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Williams, Ronald L

From:
Sent:
To:

Ce:

Subject:

W)
Chapter 10 Informal
Oraft.doc

Charles_M._Smith@ovp.eop.gov%internet [Charles_M._Smith@ovp.eop.gov]
Wadnesday, March 14, 2001 7.56 AM

Kelliher, Joseph; Kolevar, Kevin; Anderson, Margot; kmurphy@osec.doc.gov%internet;
dina.ellis@do.treas.gov%internet sue_ellen_wooldridge@ios.doi.gov%internet;
keith.collins@usda.gov%intemet; joseph.glauber@usda.gov%intemet;
galloglysj@state.gov%intemet, mcmanusmt@state. gov%intemet;
michelle.poche@ost.dot.gov%intemet; patricia.stahlschmidt@fema.gov%iniemet;
brenner.rob@epa.gov%internet; symons. jeremy@epa.gov%internet; beale john@epa.gov%
intemet; mpeacock@omb.eop.gov%intemet; Mark_A._Weatherly@omb.eop.gov%internet;
Robert_C._McNally@opd.eop.gov%intemel; jhowardj@ceq.eop.gov%internet;
william_bettenberg@ios.doi.gov%internet; tom_fulton@ios.doi.gov%intemet;
kjersten_drager@ovp.eop.gov%internet; mieblanc@ceq.eop.gov%internet;
bruce.baughman@fema.gov%internet; charles.m.hess@usace.army.mil%internet;
akeeler@cea.eop.gov%intemet; commcoll@aol.com%internet; Karen_E.
_Keller@omb.eop.gov%internet; Sandra_L._Via@omb.eop.gov%intemet; Megan_D.
_Moran@ovp.eop.govbintemet

Andrew_D._Lundquist@ovp.eop.gov%internet; Karen_Y._Knutson@ovp.eop.gov%intemet;
John_Fenzel@ovp.eop.gov%internet

Revised Chapter 10

Attached is an advance copy of State's revised Chapter 10. They are

continuing to polish it and they will have that available today for their
review meeting at 11:00 AM.

(See attached file: Chapter 10 Informal DraR.doc)
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